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From: Olechiw, Michael 
Location: AA-Room-Office-C 126-ConfRoom/AA-OT AQ-OFFICE 
Importance: Normal 
Subject: MTE Update 
Start Date/Time: Mon 3/6/2017 3:00:00 PM 
End Date/Time: Mon 3/6/2017 4:00:00 PM 

Colleagues, 

Many of you may have heard that the Administrator has decided to take action on the MTE Final 
Determination. While we do not yet know with certainty what that action will be, or the exact 
timing associated with the announcement, this meeting is being set to communicate what we 
do know and to discuss what this could potentially mean for us going forward. 

Call-in: 

.--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 
! ! 
! Ex. 6 - Personal Privacy ! 
t ______________________ j 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
NADA Headlines 
Mon 3/27/2017 3:18:00 PM 
Forecast: U.S. March Sales to Reach 17-Year High 

View Web Version 

A WardsAuto forecast calls for U.S. automakers to deliver 
1.61 million light vehicles in March, a 17 -year high for the 

~"'llrr1onth. The forecasted daily sales rate of 59,776 over 27 
days is a best-ever March result. 
Source: WardsAuto 

Related article: 

"Auto sales in the first quarter 
of 2017 are humming 
and deliveries are in line 
with our expectations for 
the full calendar year." 

-- ALG chief industry analyst 
Eric Lyman, 
Remarketing, March 24 

Sponsored by 
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California air regulators voted Friday to keep the state's 
tough vehicle emissions standards through 2025. The 
state Air Resources Board voted unanimously at a 
meeting in Riverside [Calif.] to continue with the 
standards for 2022 to 2025 after reaching a conclusion 
similar to one by the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency under the Obama administration. More 
recently, however, President Donald Trump said he 
wants to re-examine the rules governing gas mileage 
and set a uniform fuel mileage requirement for 
automakers in the U.S. 

Source: The Detroit News 

Revenue Procedure 2017-29 updates for 2017 tax years 
the annually published depreciation and inclusion 
tables for owners and lessees, respectively, of 
passenger vehicles, trucks and vans. First year 
depreciation for passenger cars placed in service in 
2017 (and for which the § 168(k) additional first year 
depreciation deduction applies) is $11,160, and for 
trucks and vans is $11,560. 

Source: IRS 

Used-car sales this month could approach 3.64 million 
units, according to a forecast released Friday by ALG. 
That would be a 2.4-percent year-over-year increase. 

Source: Auto Remarketing 

The top 150 groups own 3,468 dealerships, or 19 percent 
of all the rooftops in the U.S., according to the 
Automotive News Data Center. They retailed 
3,585,382 new vehicles or 21.6 percent of the 
industry's 2016 U.S. new-vehicle sales, up from 21.2 
percent in 2015. 

Source: Automotive News 
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Buick, the 114-year-old Detroit brand trying to shed its 
blue-haired image, will take a significant step toward 
joining the ranks of global luxury automakers when it 
unveils its long-awaited upscale line at the New York 
Auto Show. 

Source: Forbes.com 

Editor's note: NADA, J.D. Power and the New York 
International Auto Show are hosting the 2017 
Automotive Forum at the Grand Hyatt New York on 
April11. The full-day forum, ''Automotive 3. 0-
Navigating through Changing Times," includes 
numerous speakers and panel sessions. For the full 

agenda or to register, vvJi~s:J~"t1·~~~~~~~~~· Attendees will receive e access to 
show during press days starting on April12. 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000099-00003 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006421 Production Set #1 

NADA members can view 
past webinars on-demand at 
no charge at 
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Search Back Issues 1 Unsubscribe 1 Subscribe 1 Manage your subscription 1 email us 

~ For more info, visit nada.org. Any opinions or statements contained herein do 
not necessarily reflect the views of NADA Factual errors are the 
responsibility of the listed publication. This email may contain an 
advertisement of NADA products and services. Questions or comments 
concerning NADA Headlines content may be directed to 
publicaffairs@nada.org. To unsubscribe from future editions of NADA 
Headlines, click here or contact NADA, 8400 Westpark Drive, Tysons, 
VA 22102. 
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To: Moskalik, Andrew[Moskalik.Andrew@epa.gov] 
Cc: Moran, Robin[moran.robin@epa.gov]; Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; Helfand, 
Gloria[helfand.gloria@epa.gov] 
From: Alson, Jeff 
Sent: Thur3/23/20171:14:59 PM 
Subject: RE: Pruitt Op-Ed in USA Today 

Andy, this is very helpful. I had spent 15 minutes trying to "find" the author on the web, and 
clicked on a few facebook and linked in profiles for various folks with that name. I found a 
facebook page for this fellow, but not the linked in page you sent. Because of his business 
degree, I speculated that this might indeed be the author, but I couldn't confirm because his 
face book page did not specifically list the NCP A affiliation. 

Bottom line-this blog was written by a 23 or 24 year old, with a bachelor's degree in business 
less than a year ago, now working in a "supply chain rotational role," and whose only other 
highlighted activity besides this one blog is volunteering in his church. Based on his own resume 
and my web search, he has written no other blogs or articles or papers. 

Oh, and his 1-page blog full of errors has been cited in WH talking points and an Administrator 
op-ed in USA today. 

From: Moskalik, Andrew 
Sent: Thursday, March 23, 2017 6:48AM 
To: Moran, Robin <moran.robin@epa.gov>; Midterm Review <Midterm_ Review@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Pruitt Op-Ed in USA Today 

Just FYI, here's Matthew Ruland's Linked In profile: bJ!~~~~JJI!lis~l!lJ;m:JWJWililll~~ 
!J!!.flni~:~~!~:li. (can't be more than one Matt Ruland who "conducts research for the National 
Center for Policy Analysis.") 

He's currently employed by Occidental Chemical Corporation, after graduating from Arizona 
State University with a BS in Finance in 2016. 

-AM 
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From: Moran, Robin 
Sent: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 3:20 PM 
To: Midterm Review <'J'I;I\1J'''J;!r!lt;1-~·r'1!"LE~~~~L.g~QY::: 
Subject: FW: Pruitt Op-Ed in USA Today 

"The National Center for 

nn"''""'"'" website. The paper is titled 
" Bill this a of weeks ago 

when it was cited in draft was written Matthew about whom 
there is no information other than that he is a author" to the website. I searched the 

and can find no one with that name who has done any work on or 
economic issues. Here are some from the 1-page 

•JJJJJJJ His rationale is 1) standards increase new vehicle 
automakers shift to Mexico. No mention of or record 

auto Qrr"lnlt""l\lrnO:u"'t 

•JJJJJJJ He criticizes 
cites as evidence: 1) automakers are allowed to average across their fleets 

person I know of to criticize car and truck .:::t;:Jinrl;:Jrrl.::: 

•======= after 
he then states that there is incentive in 

that the Focus "lowers the overall 

•JJJJJJJ And more 

or 

gas-

Bottom <=>n<>IHt,,..<>, rationale to the author's contention that the standards 
are south" and there are many factual errors in this short 
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From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Tuesday, March 21, 2017 2:22PM 
To: Alson, Jeff Charmley, William <gr'llih'!li~"JI111J!~Y'illlli!lm{fegmJ!QY• 
Olechiw, Michael Grundler, Christopher 

Moran, Robin <rriY!i''1Irfi1l'LIQ!lliJ@~:_ru!~l.Y 
Cook, 

Just in case you missed it ... 

It is time for a fresh look at fuel economy standards that push jobs outside 
the United States. 

There's a I've used often over the several weeks- "The future ain't what it used to be." 
After my first full month as administrator to the Environmental Protection there's no 
QUElsticm times are and last week we saw another continues 
to lead the way. 

1ufa1cturing continues to be one of the forces in the American economy, """'''u'-'' '"''!-! 
for~-'=~~'-'~.,~· t-miv-1nvA states have 1 or more auto Automakers and their ;::,ufJflllt:l;:, 

want it to that way 

President to auto I'Y\<:lnl d'<:ol'fo orio,n here in the United and he has 
asked his entire Cabinet to 

Protection We have announced that we will revisit the nrA'\tin11c: 

administration's rule that finalized standards to increase fuel economy to the of 54.5 mpg for 
cars and trucks Model Year 2025. 

ensure that this 
national program is for consumers and 
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stand<3rd:s, as Forbes ron.nrl-t:>rl "reqLllrlrlQ 
automakers to more than QQQQ12JJ::!s:21IJJ~QQ!::llli!Q!LJ1!52L~IT1 LQ:!fi2f'LQ":uyJ?~IJJ::J2, a move that comes earlier than 

of President Obama's before Donald 

The auto 
would lead to for consumers, lower wages for workers and 

An<3lys, is says these standards have Q!!§!l52SlJC1Jt::!!liJ~lll!JOOJ!!J:QJ'QQ3~ 

Last EPA and DOT a pause on the process to reexamine the rule to hear from all stakeholders. 

Pv:~m1niP of how the administration is to do That includes a more 
tranS[)arent EPA. Americans can have both a clean and environment and 

America is to create and grow the economy while at the same time be 
stewards to our natural resources. 

From 1970 to 
!:lrll"lrAn!:l·r"' n:C~flr,n!:ll "'rr"'·'"'nrl<:: of the six common an average of 70% while gross 

uou·uu'"' grew 246%. We have achieved this reduction a time when more Americans 
more cars, more miles. That is remarkable and shows American is the best. 

administration is to and with it will come 
.. The future ain't what it used to be. 
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To: 
From: 

Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; Hengst, Benjamin[Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov] 
Simon, Karl 

Sent: Wed 3/22/2017 7:21:19 PM 
Subject: FW: Letter for State Environmental Commissioners on Final Determination for GHG Standards 

From: Arthur Marin [ mailto:amarin@nescaum.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 22,2017 2:58PM 
To: Grundler, Christopher <grundler.christopher@epa.gov> 
Cc: Simon, Karl <Simon.Karl@epa.gov> 
Subject: Letter for State Environmental Commissioners on Final Determination for GHG 
Standards 

Dear Chris and Karl: 

Attached is a bi-partisan letter to Administrator Pruitt signed by Environmental Commissioners 
from 10 states and DC asking EPA to maintain the "Final Determination on the Appropriateness 
of the Model Year 2022-2025 Light-Duty Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emissions Standards." The 
letter also stresses the importance of the independent authority of California to implement its 
own standards and the right of other states to opt into those California standards. 

Regards, 

Arthur 

Arthur Marin 

Executive Director 

NESCAUM 

617 259-2017 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Midterm Review[Midterm_Review@epa.gov]; Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
Moran, Robin 
Wed 3/22/2017 3:52:01 PM 
FW: Jobs Bounce Debated As Trump Promises CAFE Review 

This article's bottom line: "It is unclear, though, where in the auto industry chain new jobs would 
sprout from looser efficiency regulations, or how many could be created." 

Includes quotes from Bainwol, Therese Langer, Senator Markey, and some UM professor 
talking about a gas tax. Quotes also from the NHTSA preamble in 17-25 rule on employment 
effects. 

Jobs Bounce Debated As Trump Promises CAFE Review 

President 
~-''"""'-'u"' examination was rushed 

is considered debatable. 

Blue says of the late-2016 CAFE 

vehicles in the U.S. for a CAFE 
which with the '17 model 

year, are field level between makers of or smaller 
vehicles. It also contains credits and other easier to meet. 

However the carrot Obama with the rules was a midterm review in 2016 
to determine how the was standards. A first in the review 
was a technical assessment paper released in NHTSA and California Air Resources 
Board. It concluded automakers were the necessary innovations to at a faster 
pace and lower cost than but 54.5 mpg 2025 be unrealistic. 

The review was to continue with from stakeholders until but the EPA moved the 
deadline up to and decided to maintain the standards as nr;,,;n,::.lh' written before Obama left 
office. 
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that 2017-2018 will be used to carry out a midterm review with the full 
pariicipation of the auto " FCA CEO Marchio nne said last week after a 
Detroit to announce know for a fact that we were not called in 

Mitch Bain\1\rol, ore!sident and CEO of the Alliance of Automobile ~An,m•fnl"t .. rorc 

and critic of the EPA's accelerated calls 

Others claim a second review at risk billions of dollars in nnirt>nti::.l fuel "'""''inroc:: for consumers and 
po:ssibly dramatic reduction in t::.ilnir"'" emissions. 

but are their own 
rhccoi"\Ji/"•CI " says Therese dinec1:or--tra.nSPOirta1:ion program at the American Council for 

an advocate for energy t>ffirit>1nr" 

in standards introduces 
planning," she adds. "What is certain is that is not a 
remarkable success our domestic manufacturers have achieved in recent years." 

U.S. Sen. Ed .,_...-.,.,r"\1 called any of the rules "the wrong way to go for our sec;urity 
economy and environment." 

rhetoric has prE1sente!d fulfilling a 
f'<:II!Y\n<:>irm r\1"/"HY\ico Of burdensome inf"l11 IC:h"\1 v!!-JUICHI'UI 

tax among other will come from 
efficiEmc:v standards is debatable. 

could revitalize the auto in rio •c:tn1 an industrial relations labor historian at 
University in MA. "It's pay·ba(;k 

where in the auto would 
or how many could be created. In 

mrlorn.inninn their enactment in 2011. 

from looser offif'it:>nf'\1 

from a rules rollback runs 

for 2017-2025 touted creation as a benefit of the 
~ln.nn<:inA cleaner air and reduced annual fuel costs for Americans. The National Resources 

Defense Council and National Wildlife Foundation stated in a to the EPA and NHTSA 
nr:::1ttir1n of the standards that if 75% of the additional content needed for fleets to reach 40 mpg L/1 00 

2020 were into an estimated 1 new would be created. 

"The final rule will have a om>~tl"'e 
assemblers for additional such as turbo·ch<3raers 

The Defour a was one voice 
imr)licaticms of the rule would be lost as fuel-elfici·enc:v tE1ChllOI<)QiElS 

and deflated sales. The Center for Automotive Rese<:~rch, 

losses in 
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But the also witnessed an historic rebound from record-low sales at the end of the IJ'"'v''-'u" 

decade to all-time annual of 17.5 million vehicles in 2015 and 2016. Low interest 
gas have been cited as the nnrTI<JI"\/ 

Last in the op1pm;ite direction. Lindland 

"It is not a black-and-white "she says. "If OEMs were allowed to invest in the tec:hnolclgiE3S 
consumers want and there is a environmental everyone wins. But the 
fuel economy. There is not a national demand for and electric vehicles." 

ap~)etite for less-fuel-efficient vehicles could be the wild card in 
remain as many feared when the 2017-2025 rules were 

consumers may continue to eschew mandated fuel-efficient and automakers will have to cut 
to make up for unsold IJIU'uu•"'"· 

"Whether it spurs or inhibits 

The would go. Some have 
nrnrnic"'' of autonomous R&D lost to cutbacks in !el-efficiEmc;v research. But at 
the same automakers are reluctant to add velliCie-~lroc:JuctiOI ca1oa<;ity in the U.S. for fear another 
sales downturn would lead to a new round of l"'l"'"in''" 

ca1oac:ity utilization of U.S. auto "'"'oarnhll" 

work week over 52 weeks. WardsAuto forecasts 
which is still and a difficult environment to add prclducts and the 

to make them without new brick-and-mortar. 

prclfe:sscJr of in Ann 
is correct in his view of and emissions rules as poor 

he says, but because it does not address the dictator of consumer 

"PI""IIir:\trr1:::~kinn has not been very " he says. went for a easier answer than a 
gas tax. And no one will see these It is a very small amount either way. 

is correct in his assessment of this spE;cific 
"he says. 

but not the broader context. There is no free 

But a fresh look at the rules 

"The auto has an in Donald because "he says. 

From: NADA Headlines [mailto:nadaheadlines@nada.org] 
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Sent: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 10:05 AM 
To: Moran, Robin <moran.robin@epa.gov> 
Subject: Jobs Bounce Debated As Trump Promises CAFE Review 

View Web Version 

resident Trump's plan to conduct a second midterm review of 
fL---"f<>rle:•r<>l fuel-economy and carbon-dioxide emissions standards 
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arguably sets right a wrong because the previous examination was 
rushed through with limited industry input, but whether easing those 
goals will create jobs is considered debatable. 
Source: WardsAuto 

Trade Rules Loom 

Global car makers push Trump to take a harder line over 
Chinese regulations that protect local companies 

Top auto makers, facing the threat of costly North American trade 
policy changes, want the Trump administration to take a harder line 
on a market thousands of miles from their home turf. China's car 
business is attractive to outsiders chasing sales growth, but rules 
protecting local companies dent profits of global auto giants and 
force them to share technology with potential rivals. The 25% tariff 
on vehicle imports makes U.S.-built automobiles too expensive for 
most buyers in the world's largest auto market. 
Source: The Wall Street Journal (subscription required) 

Fate of NAFTA 

Spring couldn't have come soon enough for Mexican officials who 
worried that the North American Free Trade Agreement might not 
survive the winter of Donald Trump's ascent. So far, cooler heads 
on both sides of the border have prevailed, paving the way for 
negotiations later this year that may find the right mix of 
concessions to keep the trilateral trading bloc alive for another 
quarter century. 
Source: Automotive News 

Fiat Chrysler Chief Executive Sergio Marchionne said on Tuesday 
he was looking forward to meeting Volkswagen boss Matthias 
Mueller to discuss a possible tie-up between the two carmakers but 
added he hadn't seen his counterpart in six to seven months. 
Marchionne has long advocated car industry mergers to share the 
costs of making cleaner and more technologically advanced 
vehicles and has repeatedly relayed his desire via the media. 
Source: Reuters 

Angela Margolit with Bluebird Auto Rental Systems will highlight the 
benefits of implementing a courtesy transportation program (CTP) 
the dealership. Find out the advantages of CTP tools such as 
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reservation planners, computer-generated loaner agreements, 
interactive dashboards and more. to register. 

Date: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 
Time: 12 p.m. ET 
Duration: 30 minutes 
Source: NADA Dealership Operations 

and 

NADA Chairman Mark Scarpelli and NADA Chief Economist Steven 
Szakaly will share their insights on the overall economy and where it 
is trending and provide any revisions to NADA's outlook following 
the first quarter sales results for nevv cars and light trucks, as \AJe!! 
as highlight the key sales indicators and drivers of the retail-auto 
industry. NADA has forecast sales of 17.1 million new light vehicles 
for 2017. 

When: Wednesday, April 5, 2017 
Call-in Time: 11 a.m. ET 

Scarpelli is president of Raymond Chevrolet and Raymond Kia in 
Antioch, Ill., and co-owner of Ray Chevrolet and Ray Chrysler-Jeep
Dodge-Ram in Fox Lake, Ill. 

A Q&A session with members of the media and industry will follow 
the briefing. to register. 
Source: NADA 

Past Articles: 

•· March 21 -
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Past Articles: 

"Trump could 
revitalize the 
auto 
industry." 

--Gary 
Chaison, an 
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ndustrial 
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viewing. 

For more info, visit nada.org. Any opinions or statements contained herein don 
necessarily reflect the views of NADA. Factual errors are the responsibility of the 
listed publication. This email may contain an advertisement of NADA products 
and services. Questions or comments concerning NADA Headlines content may 
be directed to publicaffairs@nada.org. To unsubscribe from future editions of 
NADA Headlines, click here or contact NADA, 8400 Westpark Drive, Tysons, VA 
22102. 
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To: Moran, Robin[moran.robin@epa.gov] 
Cc: 
From: 

Charmley, William[charmley .william@epa.gov]; Olechiw, Michael[olechiw .michael@epa.gov] 
Alson, Jeff 

Sent: Wed 3/22/2017 3:41:55 PM 
Subject: FYI in case you missed it--very good article by Amory Lovins 

The third article below, from the Monday OTAQ Daily News Brief, is a very good and lengthy 
piece by Amory Lovins defending the LD GHG standards. I see that Bill and Mike get this daily 
collection, but I wanted to make sure that the two of you saw this article both because it is well 
written but also because Lovins is very influential (he visited NVFEL twice in the old days). 

Robin, I recommend that you ask David Richards to be added to the list, it is an efficient way to 
see 5-10 OTAQ-specific articles each day. 

From: Richards, David 
Sent: Monday, March 20,2017 9:44AM 
To: Acevedo, Frank <acevedo.francisco@epa.gov>; Adams, Elizabeth 
<Adams.Elizabeth@epa.gov>; Alson, Jeff <alson.jeff@epa.gov>; Argyropoulos, Paul 
<Argyropoulos.Paul@epa.gov>; Audette, Lucie <audette.lucie@epa.gov>; Barba, Daniel 
<Barba.Daniel@epa.gov>; Beardslee, Renee <Beardslee.Renee@epa.gov>; Beardsley, Megan 
<Beardsley.Megan@epa.gov>; Birgfeld, Erin <Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov>; Bizer-Cox, Daniel 
<Bizer-Cox.Daniel@epa.gov>; Blubaugh, Jim <Blubaugh.Jim@epa.gov>; Bradish, Tracey 
<bradish.tracey@epa.gov>; Brusstar, Matt <brusstar.matt@epa.gov>; Bunker, Byron 
<bunker.byron@epa.gov>; Burch, Julia <Burch.Julia@epa.gov>; Bynum, Cheryl 
<bynum.cheryl@epa.gov>; Caldwell, Amy <caldwell.amy@epa.gov>; Charmley, William 
<charmley.william@epa.gov>; Chatfield, Ethan <chatfield.ethan@epa.gov>; Clark, Sarah 
<clark.sarah@epa.gov>; Cohen, Janet <cohen.janet@epa.gov>; Cook, Leila 
<cook.leila@epa.gov>; Cullen, Angela <cullen.angela@epa.gov>; Dickinson, David 
<Dickinson.David@epa.gov>; Dietrich, Gwen <Dietrich.Gwen@epa.gov>; Donez, Francisco 
<Donez.Francisco@epa.gov>; Dotzel, Kathryn <dotzel.kathryn@epa.gov>; Drake, Kerry 
<Drake.Kerry@epa.gov>; Fowlkes, Sarah <fowlkes.sarah@epa.gov>; Galano, Fidel 
<Galano.Fidel@epa.gov>; Grundler, Christopher <grundler.christopher@epa.gov>; Haley, Mike 
<Haley.Mike@epa.gov>; Hassan, Nora <hassan.nora@epa.gov>; Haugen, David 
<haugen.david@epa.gov>; Helfand, Gloria <helfand.gloria@epa.gov>; Hengst, Benjamin 
<Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov>; Henning, Julie <henning.julie@epa.gov>; Hoyer, Marion 
<hoyer.marion@epa.gov>; Hula, Aaron <Hula.Aaron@epa.gov>; Imfeld, Sterling 
<imfeld.sterling@epa.gov>; Jackman, Dana <jackman.dana@epa.gov>; Jackson, Cleophas 
<jackson.cleophas@epa.gov>; Johnson, Dennis <Johnson.Dennis@epa.gov>; Keller, Jennifer 
<Keller.Jennifer@epa.gov>; Kolowich, Bruce <kolowich.bruce@epa.gov>; Kurpius, Meredith 
<Kurpius.Meredith@epa.gov>; Lakin, Matt <Lakin.Matthew@epa.gov>; Le, Madison 
<Le.Madison@epa.gov>; Levin, David <Levin.David@epa.gov>; Lie, Sharyn 
<Lie.Sharyn@epa.gov>; Lo, Doris <Lo.Doris@epa.gov>; Machiele, Paul 
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<machiele.paul@epa.gov>; Machol, Ben <Machol.Ben@epa.gov>; Maguire, Andrea 
<Maguire.Andrea@epa.gov>; Manners, Mary <manners.mary@epa.gov>; Martynowicz, Trina 
<Martynowicz. Trina@epa.gov>; Martz, Kathleen <martz.kathleen@epa.gov>; Mayfield, Dana 
<mayfield.dana@epa.gov>; McCubbin, Courtney <McCubbin.Courtney@epa.gov>; McDaniel, 
Penelope <MCDANIEL.PENELOPE@EPA.GOV>; Meekins, Tanya 
<Meekins.Tanya@epa.gov>; Michaels, Harvey <Michaels.Harvey@epa.gov>; MIKULIN, 
JOHN <MIKULIN.JOHN@EPA.GOV>; Miller, Patrick <miller.patrick@epa.gov>; Mitchell, 
George <Mitchell.George@epa.gov>; Moltzen, Michael <Moltzen.Michael@epa.gov>; Mylan, 
Christopher <Mylan.Christopher@epa.gov>; Nam, Ed <nam.ed@epa.gov>; Nelson, Brian 
<nelson.brian@epa.gov>; Nims, Kirk <Nims.Kirk@epa.gov>; Olechiw, Michael 
<olechiw.michael@epa.gov>; Patulski, Meg <patulski.meg@epa.gov>; Peralta, Maria 
<Peralta.Maria@epa.gov>; Perez, Idalia <Perez.Idalia@epa.gov>; Revelt, Jean-Marie 
<revelt.jean-marie@epa.gov>; Samulski, Michael <samulski.michael@epa.gov>; Sargeant, 
Kathryn <sargeant.kathryn@epa.gov>; Schenk, Ruth <schenk.ruth@epa.gov>; Schweinfurth, 
Rob <Schweinfurth.Rob@epa.gov>; Scoville, Pat <Scoville.Pat@epa.gov>; Simon, Karl 
<Simon.Karl@epa.gov>; Snapp, Lisa <snapp.lisa@epa.gov>; Spears, Matthew 
<spears.matthew@epa.gov>; Spieth, John <Spieth.John@epa.gov>; Storhok, Ines 
<storhok.ines@epa.gov>; Suarez, Patricia <suarez.patricia@epa.gov>; Sun, Lisa 
<Sun.Lisa@epa.gov>; Sutton, Tia <sutton.tia@epa.gov>; VanGessel, Benjamin 
<vangessel.benjamin@epa.gov>; Vawters, Katie <Vawters.Katie@epa.gov>; Watkins, Erica 
<Watkins.Erica@epa.gov>; Wehrly, Line <wehrly.linc@epa.gov>; Weihrauch, John 
<Weihrauch.John@epa.gov>; Wilcox, Jason <Wilcox.Jason@epa.gov>; Witkowski, Nicolas 
<witkowski.nicolas@epa.gov>; Yarbrough, Cody <yarbrough.cody@epa.gov>; Zaremski, Sara 
<zaremski.sara@epa.gov>; Zimpfer, Amy <Zimpfer.Amy@epa.gov> 
Subject: OTAQ Daily News Brief 

OTAQ Daily News Brief 

**Welcome everyone to OTAQ's daily news listserv. The OTAQ Daily News Brief compiles 
articles from around the world focused on our office's work; this includes everything from 
light duty/heavy duty vehicles, electric vehicles, air quality studies, aircrafts, boats and 
ships, to alternative fuels, and of course, climate change. If you'd like to be removed or 
would like to add another person to the listserv please contact David Richards at 
lliill!!Jllw!i!YJ~~!!hgQ;!.:· Feedback welcomed. Thanks and enjoy! 

Reuters 

A greener energy mix helped keep energy-related carbon dioxide emissions flat in 2016 yet more 
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needs to be done to avert a harmful rise in global temperatures, International Energy Agency 
(IEA) data showed on Friday. Energy sector emissions of 32.1 gigatonnes were unchanged from 
2015 and 2014 even though the global economy grew by 3.1 percent, the lEA estimated. "These 
three years of flat emissions in a growing global economy signal an emerging trend and that is 
certainly a cause for optimism, even if it is too soon to say that global emissions have definitely 
peaked," lEA Executive Director Fatih Birol said in a statement. Carbon dioxide emissions fell 
in the United States and China, the world's two largest energy users and emitters, and were stable 
in Europe. This helped to offset increases in C02 emissions in the rest of the world, the lEA 
said. U.S. emissions fell by 3 percent to their lowest level since 1992 helped by higher use of 
shale gas and renewable energy displacing coal. For the first time, the United States produced 
more electricity from natural gas than from coal last year. Emissions in China fell by 1 percent as 
coal demand declined despite its economy growing by 6.7 percent. 

Bloomberg 

Billionaire investor Carl Icahn, who helped President Donald Trump vet candidates to lead the 
Environmental Protection Agency, pressed them for their views on a regulation that he says is 
costing his oil refineries hundreds of millions of dollars a year. Scott Pruitt, who got the EPA 
administrator job, seemed to agree that the rule should be changed, Icahn said last week in an 
interview at his New York office. Icahn was disappointed with what he considered Pruitt's scant 
knowledge of the issue during their first meeting, in November, but said he was satisfied after 
another meeting and additional phone calls. Icahn also met with at least two other men who 
wanted the job, Jeffrey Holmstead and Donald van der Vaart, and pressed them about the topic, 
according to people with knowledge of those conversations. All the meetings took place in 
kahn's 47th-floor Manhattan office overlooking Central Park, about two blocks north of Trump 
Tower. Read more: Trump Adviser Icahn Lobbies for Rule Change That Benefits Icahn. Icahn 
wants the EPA to scrap a longstanding rule key to enforcing the Renewable Fuel Standard, 
which mandates that biofuels make up part of the country's gasoline supply. The rule requires 
refineries and importers to blend renewable fuel into motor fuel or buy credits from others who 
do SO. 

Forbes 

Amory B. Lovins, Rocky Mountain Institute 

On Wednesday in Detroit, beneath a vast American flag, President Trump answered 17 
automakers' call to reopen the Mid-Term Review of the 2022-25 "CAFE" automotive efficiency 
standards. On his fourth day in office, he'd expedited approvals for two oil pipelines, skipping 

ED_001220_00000172-00003 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006421 Production Set #1 

further assessments (if the courts permit). This time he did the opposite, scrapping the Obama 
Administration's quick decision and substituting a year's further study. On January 12, EPA had 
found-sooner than expected but based on a strong record-that the 2022-25 CAFE standards 
agreed by all parties in 2009-12 could indeed be profitably and practically met, and at even 
lower cost than expected. Now President Trump has rejected that finding and reinstated a year
long process in which automakers can argue that EPA's robust and exhaustive record of 
decision, backed by a 2015 National Academies study, was wrong. Automakers were pleased, 
but they must have been a mite surprised when the President said, "We are going to work on the 
CAFE standards so we can make cars in America again." Actually, under CAFE standards 
evolving since 1978, the industry in 2016 sold an all-time record 17.55 million vehicles. But 
such continued success is not guaranteed. Twice before, weak foresight has nearly destroyed 
U.S. automaking: first when 1970s oil shocks favored higher-mpg Japanese products and Detroit 
avoided a rout only by responding to President Ford's 1975 CAFE law, and in 2009 when two of 
the Big Three needed restructuring and an $80 billion bailout. 

Detroit News 

Shannon Baker-Branstetter, Consumers Union 

As industry leaders gathered in Detroit last week for a conference on vehicle fuel economy, the 
Trump administration has said it is poised to roll back the standards that make cars go farther on 
less gas and save consumers money. But further improving fuel economy is actually a no
brainer. While the administration highlights the cost of improvements, the evidence shows that 
benefits of the new standards far outweigh them. Reasonable, well-paced and structured fuel 
economy gains help drive economic growth, including auto sales, and keep more money in 
consumers' pockets. The details confirm this is a win-win for the economy, environment and 
consumers. The Environmental Protection Agency's recently completed report was based on 
thousands of hours of research and analysis, concluding that the standards provide net savings of 
billions of dollars in fuel costs. Our own analysis showed that the new fuel economy rules would 
save consumers $3,200 per car and $4,800 per truck over the life of a vehicle designed to meet 
the standard set for 2025. And that's assuming that today' s low gas prices continue for decades 
to come. If fuel prices shoot up, the savings would be substantially higher. 

LA Times 

US automakers consistently have been great at grousing about safety and environmental 
regulations; in fact, that may be the only thing they've consistently been great at. Last week, this 
talent was again on display as they achieved one of their cherished goals - rolling back 
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emissions and mileage standards set by the Obama administration in its final days. During an 
appearance in Detroit, President Trump announced that he would reverse the Obama decision, 
allowing mileage and emissions standards for 2017 to 2025 to be reconsidered over the next year 
by the Environmental Protection Agency and the Department of Transportation. EPA 
Administrator Scott Pruitt and Transportation Secretary Elaine Chao hailed the move as a boon 
to the economy. "These standards are costly for automakers and the American people," declared 
Pruitt, a former Oklahoma attorney general and one of the best friends the oil industry ever had 
in government. 

BBCNews 

Some close-quarter flying has provided new insights into aircraft pollution. US space agency-led 
scientists flew small, instrumented, chase planes directly in the exhaust plume of a big jet to 
measure the sorts of gases and particles being thrown out. The data suggests aircraft burning a 
mix of aviation kerosene and biofuel could reduce their climate impact. This would come from a 
substantial reduction in the production of the sooty particles that make contrails. "Those soot 
particles serve as nuclei for water vapour in the very cold atmosphere to condense on and for the 
artificial-looking linear contrails that we see when we look out the window," explained Richard 
Moore from Nasa's Langley Research Center. "You'll then see those lines spread and form cirrus 
clouds that weren't there before the plane flew through the airspace. "We know these contrails 
and cirrus clouds have a warming effect on the Earth's climate, and it's currently thought the 
warming effect associated with those clouds is more significant than all of the carbon dioxide 
emitted by aviation since the first powered flights began," he told the Science In Action 
programme on the BBC World Service. 

International 

Reuters 

Indonesia plans to file a World Trade Organization complaint this month against European 
Union anti-dumping duties on biodiesel exports from the Southeast Asian country, trade officials 
said on Sunday. Indonesia said in a statement the EU duties on biodiesel were inconsistent with 
the WTO's Anti-Dumping Agreement and disputed the calculations that they were based on. "We 
are ready to file the suit at the first meeting in March 29-30 at WTO headquarter in Geneva," 
Indonesia's Director of Trade Security Pradnyawati said. In November 2013, the EU set duties of 
8.8 percent to 20.5 percent for Indonesian producers and between 22 percent and 25.7 percent for 
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Argentine producers, to apply for five years in both cases. The EU argued that by imposing duty 
on the raw product, soybeans in the case of Argentina and palm oil for Indonesia, they gave an 
advantage to domestic producers, which allowed them then to "dump" product at unfairly low 
pnces. 

Bloomberg 

Resistance was futile. Comedians and environmentalists spent decades fighting the rise of the 
Canyonero, the Chelsea Tractor and other variants of the sports-utility vehicle. Now, the war 
between traditional passenger cars and their high-rise, roided-up cousins is all but over -- and 
SUV s won. In Australia, sales of SUV s overtook those of passenger vehicles last month. 

David Richards 

ORISE Research Participant 

Office of Transportation and Air Quality 

US Environmental Protection Agency 

ph. 202.564.4964 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Moran, Robin[moran.robin@epa.gov]; Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
Hengst, Benjamin[Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov] 
Sutton, Tia 
Wed 3/22/2017 2:23:21 PM 
RE: FR Notice of Reconsideration of the Final Determination published today 

From: Moran, Robin 
Sent: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 10:13 AM 
To: Midterm Review <Midterm_Review@epa.gov>; Charmley, William 
<charmley .william@epa.gov>; Sutton, Tia <sutton. tia@epa.gov> 
Subject: FR Notice of Reconsideration of the Final Determination published today 

From: Kataoka, Mark 
Sent: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 10:10 AM 
To: Moran, Robin Y anca, Catherine 
Cc: Orlin, David 
Subject: RE: Midterm Review 

You may already have this - Intent to reconsider FR notice published today 
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To: Midterm Review[Midterm_Review@epa.gov]; Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; 
Sutton, Tia[sutton.tia@epa.gov] 
From: Moran, Robin 
Sent: Wed 3/22/2017 2:12:33 PM 
Subject: FR Notice of Reconsideration of the Final Determination published today 

From: Kataoka, Mark 
Sent: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 10:10 AM 
To: Moran, Robin <moran.robin@epa.gov>; Y anca, Catherine <yanca.catherine@epa.gov> 
Cc: Orlin, David <Orlin.David@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Midterm Review 

You may already have this - Intent to reconsider FR notice published today 
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To: 
From: 

Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; Hengst, Benjamin[Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov] 
Simon, Karl 

Sent: 
Subject: 

Tue 3/21/2017 8:15:38 PM 
FW: Pruitt Op-Ed 

~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
! i 

i Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process i 
t·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

From: Alson, Jeff 
Sent: Tuesday, March 21, 2017 4: 12 PM 
To: Birgfeld, Erin <Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov>; Charmley, William 
<charmley.william@epa.gov>; Olechiw, Michael <olechiw.michael@epa.gov>; Grundler, 
Christopher <grundler.christopher@epa.gov>; Moran, Robin <moran.robin@epa.gov>; Simon, 
Karl <Simon.Karl@epa.gov>; Helfand, Gloria <helfand.gloria@epa.gov> 
Cc: Hengst, Benjamin <Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov>; Snapp, Lisa <snapp.lisa@epa.gov>; Cook, 
Leila <cook.leila@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Pruitt Op-Ed 

This sentence from the USA Today op ed caught my eye: 

"The National Center for 

nn!:ll\/c•c website. The paper is titled 
"Bill this 

was written 
there is no information other than that he is a author" to the website. I searched the 

and can find no one with that name who has done any work on or 
economic issues. Here are some from the 1-page 

•JJJJJJJ His rationale is 1) standards increase new vehicle 
automakers shift to Mexico. No mention of or record 

auto C>rr"lnit""l\/rnPI"'t 

or 

•JJJJJJJ He criticizes as and seem to distort and 
cites as evidence: 1) automakers are allowed to average across their fleets 

person I know of to criticize car and truck c::.t::1,nrl::~rrlc::. 

•======= after 
he then states that there is incentive in 

that the Focus "lowers the overall 
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•JJJJJJJ And more small cars "will pos>sibly gas-
trucks or 

Bottom <=>n<>IHt,,..<> 1 rationale to the author's contention that the standards 
are south" and there are many factual errors in this short 

From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Tuesday, March 21, 2017 2:22PM 
To: Alson, Jeff Charmley, William <glflJJ~~;y!!Jll!!Jr:t@ffihg!:;JY::: 
Olechiw, Michael Grundler, Christopher 

Moran, Robin 
Cook, 

Just in case you missed it ... 

It is time for a fresh look at fuel economy standards that push jobs outside 
the United States. 

There's a I've used often over the several weeks- "The future ain't what it used to be." 
After my first full month as administrator to the Environmental Protection there's no 
quElsticm times are and last week we saw another of how our continues 
to lead the way. 

lufaicturing continues to be one of the forces in the American economy, c:!vl,uullllll!-l 

for=~~~""-"~-"~· t-ru-ru-1nu.a states have 1 or more auto Automakers and their ;:,u;JtJIIcl;:, 

arrlnlr'" more than 3.5 million Americans. The American want it to that way. 

President to auto rn<>n. d'<>,-.+• •ri••n here in the United and he has 
asked his entire Cabinet to 

Tm,nc:r>nrl·:::~tir•n Secneta1-v Elaine Chao and I, as administrator of the Environmental 
Protection ll.r .. ::~nr•\1 We have announced that we will revisit the nro\/if"HI<O 
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administration's rule that finalized standards to increase fuel economy to the c'"''"'""''c' of 54.5 mpg for 
cars and trucks Model Year 2025. 

ensure that this 
national program is for consumers and 

stand<3rd:s, as Forbes rt:>r,nrlr<=>rl "requirinq 
automakers to more than QQQQLE:L!~IIJJ~!:YlilQSUI:!!:tLSill~~vr:L:~~. a move that comes earlier than 

of President Obama's before Donald 

The auto 
would lead to for consumers, lower wages for workers and 

An13lys>~s says these standards have QQ§lli2S1JC1Jt::!!liJ~llllJOOJ!!J:QJQQ3L!!L 

Last EPA and DOT a pause on the process to reexamine the rule to hear from all stakeholders. 

ov<>n,nlo of how the administration is to do 
transt)arent EPA. Americans can have both a clean and ne<31th1V 

America is to create and grow the economy while at the same time be 
stewards to our natural resources. 

From 1970 to 
gg;ars~k!JE!1UQrlillED:li§1:illlmr of the six common an average of 70% while gross 

~.~.u,uw"' grew 246%. We have achieved this reduction a time when more Americans 
more cars, more miles. That is remarkable and shows American is the best. 

administration is to and with it will come 
.. The future ain't what it used to be. 
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To: Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
Cc: Orlin, David[Orlin.David@epa.gov]; Kataoka, Mark[Kataoka.Mark@epa.gov]; Simon, 
Kari[Si mon. Karl@e pa .gov]; Olech iw, Michael[ olech iw. michael@epa. gov]; Moran, 
Robin[moran.robin@epa.gov]; Alson, Jeff[alson.jeff@epa.gov]; Cook, Leila[cook.leila@epa.gov] 
From: Hengst, Benjamin 
Sent: Tue 3/21/2017 8:07:32 PM 
Subject: RE: Final OTAQ draft of 2 page document for EPA Administrator regarding the light-duty GHG 
MTE and the CAFE standards 

Thanks. I'll pass it along to Sarah. Ben 

From: Charmley, William 
Sent: Tuesday, March 21, 2017 3:59PM 
To: Hengst, Benjamin <Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov> 
Cc: Orlin, David <Orlin.David@epa.gov>; Kataoka, Mark <Kataoka.Mark@epa.gov>; Simon, 
Karl <Simon.Karl@epa.gov>; Olechiw, Michael <olechiw.michael@epa.gov>; Moran, Robin 
<moran.robin@epa.gov>; Alson, Jeff <alson.jeff@epa.gov>; Cook, Leila <cook.leila@epa.gov> 
Subject: Final OTAQ draft of2 page document for EPA Administrator regarding the light-duty 
GHG MTE and the CAFE standards 

Ben-

Here's the final draft. I believe this is ready to be sent to Sarah. 

Bill 
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To: Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
Cc: Olechiw, Michael[olechiw .michael@epa.gov]; Lieske, 
Christopher[lieske.christopher@epa.gov]; Simon, Joseph[Simon.Joseph@epa.gov] 
From: Moran, Robin 
Sent: Thur 3/16/2017 6:26:38 PM 
Subject: RE: Draft Response to MTE Controls 

We sorted that out already. Once I told Ben we already had this letter as a control, he and Julia were 
happy to let us do the drafting. 

If there's some fancier language that needs added to the Congressional one, we can worry about that 
later. I wanted us to agree of the basic response. 

-----Original Message----
From: Charmley, William 
Sent: Thursday, March 16, 2017 2:21 PM 
To: Moran, Robin <moran.robin@epa.gov> 
Cc: Olechiw, Michael <olechiw.michael@epa.gov>; Lieske, Christopher <lieske.christopher@epa.gov>; 
Simon, Joseph <Simon.Joseph@epa.gov> 
Subject: Re: Draft Response to MTE Controls 

Robin 

Late yesterday Ben told me that someone on his staff was going to take a cut at a response. Ben was 
only talking about a congressional control. 

I told him we had several additional controls, not just Congressional. 

Ben told me he was going to have his staff person reach out to you. I apologize, I cannot remember her 
name right now. 

~---~~-~--~--~-~~i~-~~-~~~i~-~--~~~-~~~-~---1 
Thanks 
Bill 

Sent from my iPhone 

>On Mar 16, 2017, at 1:21 PM, Moran, Robin <moran.robin@epa.gov> wrote: 
> 
>Bill, 
> 
> Chris drafted the attached response letter, which we would plan to use uniformly for all the incoming 
letters regarding the MTE final determination. Our intention was to keep this short and factual simply 
citing the FR Notice. Please let us know if you have any comments. 
> 
>Dear_. 

~------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Ex.S -Deliberative Process 
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Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 

> 
> 
> From: Lieske, Christopher 
>Sent: Thursday, March 16,201711:54 AM 
>To: Moran, Robin <moran.robin@epa.gov> 
> Subject: Response letter 
> 
>Robin-
> 
>A draft response is attached. At this point, it is written generally enough that it could be used for all 
responses. 
> 
>The incoming letters are also attached for reference. They are: 
> 
> 4817- Alliance 
> 4822- Global 
> 5562 - Env. NGOs 
> 5588-40 Investors (Walden Asset Management) 
> 5589 - BICEP 
> 5768- 12 U.S. Senators 
> 
> <MTE reconsideration response letter.docx> 
> <AX-17-000-4817 Correspondence.pdf> 
> <AX-17-000-4822 Correspondence.pdf> 
> <AX-17-000-5562 Correspondence.pdf> 
> <AX-17-000-5588 Correspondence.pdf> 
> <AX-17-000-5589 Correspondence.pdf> 
> <AL-17-000-5768 Correspondence.pdf> 
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To: Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
Cc: Olechiw, Michael[olechiw.michael@epa.gov]; Lieske, 
Christopher[lieske.christopher@epa.gov]; Simon, Joseph[Simon.Joseph@epa.gov] 
From: Moran, Robin 
Sent: Thur 3/16/2017 5:21 :23 PM 
Subject: Draft Response to MTE Controls 

Dear 

Ex. 5- Deiiberative Process 

1 
i 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
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From: Lieske, Christopher 
Sent: Thursday, March 16, 2017 11:54 AM 
To: Moran, Robin <moran.robin@epa.gov> 
Subject: Response letter 

Robin-

A draft response is attached. At this point, it is written generally enough that it could be used for 
all responses. 

The incoming letters are also attached for reference. They are: 

4817 - Alliance 

4822 - Global 

5562- Env. NGOs 

5588-40 Investors (Walden Asset Management) 

5589 -BICEP 

5768- 12 U.S. Senators 
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To: Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; Sargeant, Kathryn[sargeant.kathryn@epa.gov]; 
Olechiw, Michael[olechiw.michael@epa.gov] 
From: Moran, Robin 
Sent: Thur 3/16/2017 4:46:03 PM 
Subject: Web correction of Bill's phone# 
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From: Liao, Shan 
Sent: Thursday, March 16, 2017 12:04 PM 
To: Birgfeld, Erin <Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov>; Dietrich, Gwen <Dietrich.Gwen@epa.gov>; 
Sutton, Tia <sutton. tia@epa.gov> 
Cc: Suarez, Patricia <suarez.patricia@epa.gov>; Moran, Robin <moran.robin@epa.gov>; Levin, 
David <Levin.David@epa.gov> 
Subject: the page is published also. -- RE: the updated pre-publication is re-posted and live. -
RE: Can you please update the Pre-publication PDF, then I will re-post to CMS? --RE: Web 
correction for the FR Notice Bill's phone# 

From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Thursday, March 16, 2017 12:00 PM 
To: Liao, Shan Dietrich, Gwen Sutton, Tia 

Cc: Suarez, Patricia Levin, 
David 
Subject: RE: the updated pre-publication is re-posted and live. --RE: Can you please update the 
Pre-publication PDF, then I will re-post to CMS? --RE: Web correction for the FR Notice Bill's 
phone# 

Thank you Shan. This is good to post live. 

From: Liao, Shan 
Sent: Thursday, March 16, 2017 11:58 AM 
To: Dietrich, Gwen 
Erin<tlrr~~~lt!Tilli~L~mY 

Sutton, Tia 

Moran, Robin 

Birgfeld, 

Levin, 
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Subject: the updated pre-publication is re-posted and live. --RE: Can you please update the Pre
publication PDF, then I will re-post to CMS? --RE: Web correction for the FR Notice Bill's 
phone# 

us 
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From: Dietrich, Gwen 
Sent: Thursday, March 16, 2017 11:26 AM 
To: Sutton, Tia Birgfeld, Erin <Brrgllidl:J:!!JW~JJ~1Y• Liao, Shan 

Cc: Suarez, Patricia Moran, Robin Levin, 
David 
Subject: RE: Can you please update the Pre-publication PDF, then I will re-post to CMS? --RE: 
Web correction for the FR Notice Bill's phone# 

From: Sutton, Tia 
Sent: Thursday, March 16, 2017 11:13 AM 
To: Birgfeld, Erin <Brrg~_h:j,_EJJllG~:lliJNY 
Shan 

Liao, 

Cc: Suarez, Patricia Moran, Robin <mm:fiJh!Wffi{!!!J:llliJNY 
Subject: RE: Can you please update the Pre-publication PDF, then I will re-post to CMS? --RE: 
Web correction for the FR Notice Bill's phone# 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000259-00004 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006421 Production Set #1 

From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Thursday, March 16, 2017 10:54 AM 
To: Dietrich, Gwen Sutton, Tia 

Cc: Suarez, Patricia Moran, Robin 
Subject: RE: Can you please update the Pre-publication PDF, then I will re-post to CMS? --RE: 
Web correction for the FR Notice Bill's phone# 

HI Gwen, 

I adjusted the location of the correction so it is inside the disclaimer language. Tia can you let 
me know if this is OK to do? If so Gwen can finalize for the web. We can also highlight on the 
web page itself. 

Thanks, 

Erin 

From: Dietrich, Gwen 
Sent: Thursday, March 16, 2017 10:40 AM 
To: Birgfeld, Erin <firrg!Jm:LEJ~~l;JJ!JNY 
Cc: Suarez, Patricia 
France, Jennifer Levin, David 
Subject: RE: Can you please update the Pre-publication PDF, then I will re-post to CMS? --RE: 
Web correction for the FR Notice Bill's phone# 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000259-00005 
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From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Thursday, March 16, 2017 10:22 AM 
To: Liao, Shan Dietrich, Gwen 
Cc: Suarez, Patricia Moran, Robin <rr!mJ'!ILJmb111G~~we 
Subject: RE: Can you please update the Pre-publication PDF, then I will re-post to CMS? --RE: 
Web correction for the FR Notice Bill's phone# 

Thanks to you both! 

From: Liao, Shan 
Sent: Thursday, March 16,2017 10:13 AM 
To: Birgfeld, Erin 
Cc: Suarez, Patricia Moran, Robin <mm:fi!IJ:QIILI:!{!!)_gillj;wy• 
Subject: Can you please update the Pre-publication PDF, then I will re-post to CMS? --RE: Web 
correction for the FR Notice Bill's phone# 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000259-00006 
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From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Thursday, March 16, 2017 9:59AM 
To: Liao, Shan ::::LJ_lillc~JJJill~!l~~NY:• 
Cc: Suarez, Patricia Moran, Robin 
Subject: FW: Web correction for the FR Notice Bill's phone# 

Hi Shan, 

Can you make the change below. Thank you! 

-Erin 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000259-00007 
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From: Moran, Robin 
Sent: Thursday, March 16,2017 9:50AM 
To: Sutton, Tia Birgfeld, Erin <'_tl~-<rr'rgjnt-~c'lQJ1 ~"~illlJ{f~12~gQY• 

Cc: Charmley, William Sargeant, Kathryn 

Subject: Web correction for the FR Notice Bill's phone# 

Tia, Erin, I think this correction slipped through the cracks yesterday in our flurry. To 
ward off phone calls to Mark Coryell's phone (what's now listed under Bill's name in the 
FR), can we add this Correction note below? Or something similar. 

Erin- if you're good with this, please pass on to web team. Thanks! (Note, I'm popping 
out of the office for a bit till -12 noon). 

The Midterm Evaluation Process 

On March 15, 2017 Administrator Scott Pruitt and Department of Transportation 
Secretary Elaine Chao announced that EPA intends to reconsider the final 
determination, issued on January 12, 2017, that recommended no change to the 
greenhouse gas standards for light duty vehicles for model years 2022- 2025. 
EPA now announces it will reconsider that determination in coordination with 
NHTSA. 

This process was established as a part of the 2012 final greenhouse gas 
emissions standards for model years 2017-2025, requiring EPA to determine no 
later than April 1, 2018, whether the standards for model years 2022-2025 
established are appropriate. In accord with this schedule, the EPA intends to 
make a new Final Determination regarding the appropriateness of the standards 
no later than April 1, 2018. 

·========Federal Register Notice: 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000259-00008 
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~.-----.-----.-----.-----.-----.-----.-----

·--------

.-----,-----,-----,-----,-----,-----,-----,-----

·--------

.-----,-----,-----,-----,-----,-----,-----,-----

·--------~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

From: Sutton, Tia 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 1: 13 PM 
To: Moran, Robin 
Cc: Hengst, Benjamin <ljlQlg:ilJil~!!!l1mGr!k~grry:> Charmley, William 

Birgfeld, Erin <U;n . .-l,'"1r1 Olechiw, Michael 
Cook, Leila :::~::,QQK,ll::,!lruf[J,C,P.J~lY 

Subject: Re: They have the wrong phone number for William Charmley in the pre-print 
publication 

Yep- that's not a problem at all, we've done that before. 

Erin- can you ask Shan to include that note when she sends you the page to review & approve? 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Mar 15,2017, at 1:11PM, Moran, Robin wrote: 

From: Sutton, Tia 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 1:04PM 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000259-00009 
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To: Hengst, Benjamin <Ummli~m~umn@1~r~i!2Y 
Cc: Charmley, William Birgfeld, Erin 

Moran, Robin ::::mQ!]l!L!:QQll!l(fw:l!fL.~WY• Olechiw, Michael 
:::9Jt~ll~~;lli!:Ql@~~9Y> Cook, Leila 

Subject: Re: They have the wrong phone number for William Charmley in the pre-print 
publication 

Hi Bill, 

A phone number update would generally be considered a minor typo fix that can be 
corrected when FR reviews and sends us back their formatting edits to review & approve 
before publication. 

When I looked at this notice yesterday, it was not in proper FR format, so I'm assuming 
we'll get it back with edits before it's published. We just need to flag it for whoever was put 
down as the EPA contact on the FR cover sheet (Ben- do you know who that is- someone in 
the AO maybe?) so they know to also make this edit. On the off chance that FR publishes 
this without a full review, we can try to flag it for our OP liaisons as well. 

-Tia 

Sent from my iPhone 

Got it-we'll see if we can get it fixed in the publication version 

From: Charmley, William 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 12:13 PM 
To: Hengst, Benjamin <l::i~W~mtffm!!lG~llihgQY.::: Sutton, Tia 

Cc: Birgfeld, Erin <fimr~LEJj!lG~;:~J!JWY 
Olechiw, Michael Cook, Leila :::~~IQKJ~1~~121!.Jlill.Y 
Subject: They have the wrong phone number for William Charmley in the pre-print 
publication 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000259-0001 0 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006421 Production Set #1 

Ben and Tia, 

The pre-print version has the following for my phone number under the contacts: 

734-214-4446 

This is not my desk number. This is the desk number for Mark Coryell, who is the 
local EPA Union representative here in Ann Arbor. 

My desk number is 

734-214-4466 

If there is any possibility to get this fixed that would be nice. Mark has nothing to do 
with this subject. 

ED_001220_00000259-00011 
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Thanks 

Bill 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000259-00012 
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To: Moran, Robin[moran.robin@epa.gov]; Sutton, Tia[sutton.tia@epa.gov] 
Cc: 
From: 

Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; Sargeant, Kathryn[sargeant.kathryn@epa.gov] 
Birgfeld, Erin 

Sent: Thur 3/16/2017 2:01 :37 PM 
Subject: RE: Web correction for the FR Notice Bill's phone # 

Thanks Robin. Let's definitely spare poor Mark! 

From: Moran, Robin 
Sent: Thursday, March 16,2017 9:50AM 
To: Sutton, Tia <sutton.tia@epa.gov>; Birgfeld, Erin <Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov> 
Cc: Charmley, William <charmley.william@epa.gov>; Sargeant, Kathryn 
<sargeant.kathryn@epa.gov> 
Subject: Web correction for the FR Notice Bill's phone# 

Tia, Erin, I think this correction slipped through the cracks yesterday in our flurry. To 
ward off phone calls to Mark Coryell's phone (what's now listed under Bill's name in the 
FR), can we add this Correction note below? Or something similar. 

Erin- if you're good with this, please pass on to web team. Thanks! (Note, I'm popping 
out of the office for a bit till -12 noon). 

The Midterm Evaluation Process 

On March 15, 2017 Administrator Scott Pruitt and Department of Transportation 
Secretary Elaine Chao announced that EPA intends to reconsider the final 
determination, issued on January 12, 2017, that recommended no change to the 
greenhouse gas standards for light duty vehicles for model years 2022- 2025. 
EPA now announces it will reconsider that determination in coordination with 
NHTSA. 

This process was established as a part of the 2012 final greenhouse gas 
emissions standards for model years 2017-2025, requiring EPA to determine no 
later than April 1, 2018, whether the standards for model years 2022-2025 

ED_001220_00000264-00001 
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established are appropriate. In accord with this schedule, the EPA intends to 
make a new Final Determination regarding the appropriateness of the standards 
no later than April 1, 2018. 

·=======Federal Register Notice: 

~.-----.-----.-----.-----.-----.-----·-------
.-----,-----,-----,-----,-----,-----,-----·-------
.-----,-----,-----,-----,-----,-----,-----

·-------~~~~~~~~~~~~~==~~~~~~~~~~~ 

From: Sutton, Tia 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 1: 13 PM 
To: Moran, Robin 
Cc: Hengst, Benjamin Charmley, William 

Birgfeld, Erin <u;,."1-''1rl Olechiw, Michael 
Cook, Leila :~::_QQIL~'l@-~-PJl~>Y• 

Subject: Re: They have the wrong phone number for William Charmley in the pre-print 
publication 

Yep- that's not a problem at all, we've done that before. 

Erin- can you ask Shan to include that note when she sends you the page to review & approve? 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Mar 15,2017, at 1:11PM, Moran, Robin wrote: 

ED_001220_00000264-00002 
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From: Sutton, Tia 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 1:04PM 
To: Hengst, Benjamin <!JiS11Wlli~!IJ_illlilll@!~J29L.g!2Y 
Cc: Charmley, William <grru1~n·rr~'lli~\Y!lllilJ[l(f~~NY Birgfeld, Erin 

Moran, Robin Olechiw, Michael 
Cook, Leila :::~::_QQK,_IJ:11~.-C-PJ1~1Y· 

Subject: Re: They have the wrong phone number for William Charmley in the pre-print 
publication 

Hi Bill, 

A phone number update would generally be considered a minor typo fix that can be 
corrected when FR reviews and sends us back their formatting edits to review & approve 
before publication. 

When I looked at this notice yesterday, it was not in proper FR format, so I'm assuming 
we'll get it back with edits before it's published. We just need to flag it for whoever was put 
down as the EPA contact on the FR cover sheet (Ben- do you know who that is- someone in 
the AO maybe?) so they know to also make this edit. On the off chance that FR publishes 
this without a full review, we can try to flag it for our OP liaisons as well. 

-Tia 

Sent from my iPhone 

Got it-we'll see if we can get it fixed in the publication version 

ED_001220_00000264-00003 
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From: Charmley, William 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 12:13 PM 
To: Hengst, Benjamin Sutton, Tia 

Cc: Birgfeld, Erin <lirrgjlru;Lb!:m(:~)SlJillY• 
Olechiw, Michael Cook, Leila ~_(;_~IQK,~111!i!~Jlf!JgQ_Y 
Subject: They have the wrong phone number for William Charmley in the pre-print 
publication 

Ben and Tia, 

The pre-print version has the following for my phone number under the contacts: 

734-214-4446 

This is not my desk number. This is the desk number for Mark Coryell, who is the 
iocai EPA Union representative here in Ann Arbor. 

My desk number is 

734-214-4466 

ED_001220_00000264-00004 
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If there is any possibility to get this fixed that would be nice. Mark has nothing to do 
with this subject. 

Thanks 

Bill 

ED_001220_00000264-00005 
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To: Sutton, Tia[sutton.tia@epa.gov]; Birgfeld, Erin[Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov] 
Cc: 
From: 

Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; Sargeant, Kathryn[sargeant.kathryn@epa.gov] 
Moran, Robin 

Sent: Thur 3/16/2017 1 :50:25 PM 
Subject: Web correction for the FR Notice Bill's phone# 

Tia, Erin, I think this correction slipped through the cracks yesterday in our flurry. To 
ward off phone calls to Mark Coryell's phone (what's now listed under Bill's name in the 
FR), can we add this Correction note below? Or something similar. 

Erin- if you're good with this, please pass on to web team. Thanks! (Note, I'm popping 
out of the office for a bit till -12 noon). 

The Midterm Evaluation Process 

On March 15, 2017 Administrator Scott Pruitt and Department of Transportation 
Secretary Elaine Chao announced that EPA intends to reconsider the final 
determination, issued on January 12, 2017, that recommended no change to the 
greenhouse gas standards for light duty vehicles for model years 2022- 2025. 
EPA now announces it will reconsider that determination in coordination with 
NHTSA. 

This process was established as a part of the 2012 final greenhouse gas 
emissions standards for model years 2017-2025, requiring EPA to determine no 
later than April 1, 2018, whether the standards for model years 2022-2025 
established are appropriate. In accord with this schedule, the EPA intends to 
make a new Final Determination regarding the appropriateness of the standards 
no later than April 1, 2018. 

·========Federal Register Notice: 

~.-----.-----.-----.-----.-----.-----.-----

·--------

ED_ 001220 _ 00000266-00001 
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~.-----.-----.-----.-----.-----.-----.-----

·--------

.-----,-----,-----,-----,-----,-----,-----,-----

·--------~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

From: Sutton, Tia 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 1: 13 PM 
To: Moran, Robin <moran.robin@epa.gov> 
Cc: Hengst, Benjamin <Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov>; Charmley, William 
<charmley.william@epa.gov>; Birgfeld, Erin <Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov>; Olechiw, Michael 
<olechiw.michael@epa.gov>; Cook, Leila <cook.leila@epa.gov> 
Subject: Re: They have the wrong phone number for William Charmley in the pre-print 
publication 

Yep- that's not a problem at all, we've done that before. 

Erin- can you ask Shan to include that note when she sends you the page to review & approve? 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Mar 15,2017, at 1:11PM, Moran, Robin 

From: Sutton, Tia 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 1:04PM 
To: Hengst, Benjamin <ljffi~Ili<;TIJil!!lln{g~~AJ~Y 
Cc: Charmley, William <_<:;rJUg1~!rrrlrtJ.I~W!llilJrnlf~!ilJ~ 

wrote: 

Birgfeld, Erin 
Olechiw, Michael 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000266-00002 
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Subject: Re: They have the wrong phone number for William Charmley in the pre-print 
publication 

Hi Bill, 

A phone number update would generally be considered a minor typo fix that can be 
corrected when FR reviews and sends us back their formatting edits to review & approve 
before publication. 

When I looked at this notice yesterday, it was not in proper FR format, so I'm assuming 
we'll get it back with edits before it's published. We just need to flag it for whoever was put 
down as the EPA contact on the FR cover sheet (Ben- do you know who that is- someone in 
the AO maybe?) so they know to also make this edit. On the off chance that FR publishes 
this without a full review, we can try to flag it for our OP liaisons as well. 

-Tia 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Mar 15,2017, at 12:24 PM, Hengst, Benjamin wrote: 

Got it-we'll see if we can get it fixed in the publication version 

From: Charmley, William 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 12:13 PM 
To: Hengst, Benjamin Sutton, Tia 

Cc: Birgfeld, Erin 
Olechiw, Michael Cook, Leila ~_(;_~IQK,~111!i!~Jlf!JgQ_Y 
Subject: They have the wrong phone number for William Charmley in the pre-print 
publication 

Ben and Tia, 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000266-00003 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006421 Production Set #1 

The pre-print version has the following for my phone number under the contacts: 

734-214-4446 

This is not my desk number. This is the desk number for Mark Coryell, who is the 
local EPA Union representative here in Ann Arbor. 

My desk number is 

734-214-4466 

If there is any possibility to get this fixed that would be nice. Mark has nothing to do 
with this subject. 

Thanks 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000266-00004 
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Bill 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000266-00005 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006421 Production Set #1 

To: Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; Simon, Kari[Simon.Karl@epa.gov]; Snapp, 
Lisa[snapp.lisa@epa.gov]; Alson, Jeff[alson.jeff@epa.gov]; Olechiw, Michael[olechiw.michael@epa.gov]; 
Bolon, Kevin[Bolon.Kevin@epa.gov]; Yanca, Catherine[yanca.catherine@epa.gov]; Hula, 
Aaron[Hula.Aaron@epa.gov] 
From: Moran, Robin 
Sent: Thur 3/16/2017 12:03:29 PM 
Subject: SAFE on MTE reopen 

A senior White House energy official, speaking yesterday to reporters, expressed little 
interest in picking a fight. He stated, "Will we be prohibiting states from setting their own 
higher fuel standards? In 2018 we are going to have to work with California. Fourteen 
other states are following California, so we are hoping that as we go through this 
process California will be a partner and we can figure this out-but that's a long way 
down the road. We welcome California to the table." 

From: Robbie Diamond [mailto:lnfo@secureenergy.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 6:42PM 
To: Moran, Robin <moran.robin@epa.gov> 
Subject: Objects In Mirror Are Closer Than They Appear 

Objects In Mirror Are Closer Than 
They Appear 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000270-00001 
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Over the past week, we at SAFE have taken an active role asserting our views on the best way 
forward for fuel economy standards in light of the Trump administration's reopening of the mid
term evaluation. SAFE understands that today's announcement is simply a return to the original 
timeline, and more importantly, that the interests of all stakeholders are more closely aligned 
than they may appear. The review could lead to even greater transportation efficiency and 
larger reductions in oil dependence in the longer term. 

A battle between the White House, California, and the auto industry is surely possible, but we're 
still early enough in this process to not only keep things on track but fundamently improve these 
critical regulations. What matters is that everyone remained focused on the nation's 
interests-ending oil dependence while strengthening our industry, creating jobs, safeguarding 
air and water, and improving national security. This is the reason we started last week with 
an by Generals Conway and McKiernan that laid out a step-by-step 
deal that would benefit all the parties. As I told the press yesterday, "There's no reason for 
environmentalists, automakers, and conservatives to risk a nuclear war over these rules, which 
will result in zero progress for all sides." 

Finally, I would like to share some quotes from the relevant parties that show a collective 
willingness to collaborate. 

A senior White House energy official, speaking yesterday to reporters, expressed little interest in 
picking a fight. He stated, "Will we be prohibiting states from setting their own higher fuel 
standards? In 2018 we are going to have to work with California. Fourteen other states are 
following California, so we are hoping that as we go through this process California will be a 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000270-00002 
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partner and we can figure this out-but that's a long way down the road. We welcome California 
to the table." 

Meanwhile, California's top air-quality regulator Mary Nichols told Bloomberg, "We're not going 
to refuse to participate in the newly-reopened review process. We'll be there and we'll be active. 
We have the technical and legal ability to run a program that recognizes where electrification of 
vehicles is headed. We're trying to put together a mix of incentives and regulations to move the 
entire industry in this direction. This is what we're going to do." 

As for industry, Mitch Bainwol President and CEO of the Auto Alliance, says, "President Trump 
agreed, and now we will get back to work with EPA, NHTSA, GARB and other stakeholders in 
carefully determining how we can improve mileage and reduce carbon emissions while 
preserving vehicle safety, auto jobs and affordable new cars and trucks." 

Michigan Congresswoman Debbie Dingell also put it well. "My goal is to bring permanent peace 
between California, Michigan and the rest of the country and have everybody working together 
toward strong fuel economy standards. That was the beauty of the process that President 
Obama established and the agreement that was reached." 

Stay tuned as we continue our work to end America's oil dependence through smart policy and 
political compromise. Thank you for staying engaged and I look forward to keeping you updated 
on our progress. 

Regards, 

Robbie Diamond 
President and CEO 
Securing America's Future Energy 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000270-00003 
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To: Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; Moran, Robin[moran.robin@epa.gov]; Olechiw, 
Michael[olechiw.michael@epa.gov]; Alson, Jeff[alson.jeff@epa.gov]; Hula, Aaron[Hula.Aaron@epa.gov]; 
Simon, Kari[Simon.Karl@epa.gov]; Hengst, Benjamin[Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov]; Snapp, 
Lisa[snapp.lisa@epa.gov] 
Cc: Grund ler, Ch ristopher[gru ndler. christop her@epa .gov] 
From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Wed 3/15/2017 9:26:42 PM 
Subject: MTE Clips 

Hi All- a few MTE clips from key outlets: 

Big win for automakers as Trump orders fuel economy standards review 
(Reuters) 

Nick Carey David Shepardson I 

U.S. President Donald Trump on Wednesday ordered a review of tough U.S. vehicle 
fuel-efficiency standards put in place by the Obama administration, handing a victory to 
auto industry executives and provoking criticism from Democrats and environmental 
groups. 

In a move that is widely seen as a preamble to loosening fuel standards, Trump told an 
audience of cheering union workers, he would "ensure that any regulations we have 

protect and defend your jobs, your factories," and promised he would encourage growth 
in the U.S. auto sector. 

"The assault on the American auto industry is over," Trump said, standing in front of a 
banner that read "Buy American-Hire American." Trump added he plans "a very big 

announcement next week regarding your industry," but did not say what that would be. 

The backdrop and message underscored Trump's efforts to lock down support in 
industrial states such as Michigan that put him in the White House. Trump spoke at the 
site of the former Willow Run bomber factory in Ypsilanti, Michigan, which won fame for 
building an operational B-24 heavy bomber every 59 minutes during the Second World 
War. Now, the site is being redeveloped as a testing ground for autonomous vehicles. 

At a roundtable with industry leaders Trump made clear he expected automakers to hire 
more Americans in return, a theme that dominated his election campaign. 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000277-00001 
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"We're going to do some wonderful work with you but you're going to have to help us 
with jobs," he said. 

Trump's event was attended by around 1,000 people, including automotive executives, 
United Auto Workers union President Dennis Williams- who sat next to Trump- and 

workers from Detroit's "Big Three" automakers: General Motors Co Ford Motor 
Co and Fiat Chrysler Automobiles NV (FCA) Automakers 
lined up examples of vehicles they build in the United States for the president to see. 

Auto industry executives have said they are hopeful the Trump administration will 
pursue tax and regulatory policies that would benefit U.S. manufacturers. 

Reopening the fuel efficiency rules put in place by Democratic President Barack Obama 
just a few weeks before he left office is one of the top items on the industry's agenda. 

Automakers, through their lobbying groups, have said the Obama rules were too 
expensive and could cost American jobs. 

"These standards are costly for automakers and the American people," said 
Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Scott Pruitt "We will work with our 

partners at DOT to take a fresh look to determine if this approach is realistic/' he said, 
referring to the Department of Transportation. 

After one participant in Wednesday's meetings mentioned environmental concerns, 
Trump said he agreed but did not want an "extra thimbleful of fuel" to get in the way of 

growth. 

Automakers are wary of being seen as out of touch with environmental concerns, or 
unwilling to invest in new technology. Ford, for example, used its Twitter account on 

Wednesday to highlight previously announced commitments to develop electric 
vehicles. 

It could take a year for the review process to play out, and Wednesday's event was 
effectively a starting gun for intense lobbying effOiis over how government policy will 

drive technology investment decisions in the auto sector. 

Critics like Democratic U.S. Senator Edward Markey of Massachusetts said Trump's 
move could hurt consumers. 

"Filling up their cars and trucks is the energy bill Americans pay most often, but 
President Trump's roll-back offuel economy emissions standards means families will 

end up paying more at the pump," Markey added. 

The president is not seeking to revoke California's authority to set vehicle efficiency 
rules even stricter than federal rules, including mandated sales of electric vehicles, as 
part of this move, a White House official said. The official did not rule out seeking to 
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withdraw California's authority in the future. Pruitt, an ally of the fossil fuel industry, 
would not commit during his Senate confirmation hearing to allowing California to 

continue its own clean vehicle rules. 

California's attorney general late Tuesday filed legal papers in a federal court defending 
the Obama administration's decision to finalize the determination in January. 

The Obama administration's rules, negotiated with automakers in 2012, were aimed at 
doubling average fleetwide fuel efficiency to 54.5 miles per gallon by 2025, although the 
real-world mileage figures would be lower. 

'THOUGHTFUL AND COORDINATED' 

Automotive industry executives and lobbying groups were quick to praise the 
administration's announcement. 

"The Trump administration has created an opportunity for decision-makers to reach a 
thoughtful and coordinated outcome predicated on the best and most current data," said 

Mitch Bainwol, chief executive of the AutoAIIiance, an industry lobby group. 

Automakers have signaled they want the government to give manufacturers more credit 
toward achieving fuel efficiency targets for technologies such as "stop-start" systems 

that shut down a car's engine at a traffic light. 

Regulators should also look at whether ride hailing and vehicle-to-vehicle 
communications systems designed to prevent accidents and alleviate road congestion 
could be counted toward the industry's greenhouse gas em iss ions goals, the Alliance 
for Automobile Manufacturers proposed in comments to the EPA last year. The group 

represents a dozen automakers, including GM, Ford and FCA. 

Under the 2012 agreement with the industry, the EPA was given until April 2018 to 
decide whether the standards were feasible under a "midterm review," but the agency 

moved up its decision to a week before Obama left office in a bid to maintain a key part 
of his administration's environmental legacy. 

An EPA analysis indicated that compared with previous rules, the 2025 standards would 
result in savings of between $1,460 and $1,620 over the lifetime of a vehicle and 

payback for new technology required to meet the new standards of around five years. 
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the Obama administration. 

The environment Lower fuel economy translates into carbon emissions. That contributes dln9ctlv 
to climate which scientists blame for sea extreme harsher 

cor1ditions, biiodiversilv loss and health concerns. 

reasons fuel economy 

gas rnil'"'"',.."'' means lower To be sure, there is evidence that 
drive more when gas is less exr>ensiv1e. 

in because consumers are crossovers, 
aa:soliine at low levels. this trend to continue. 

imrxovernents have also made these vehicles more the gap with cars and 
ron~f"l\llnrt the incentive for a smaller vehicle. 

One qw3stion is whether automakers will still pursue alternative vehicles such as hHI""Iriric:: 

and electric cars if fuel economy standards are rolled back. 

reasons. One factor to in mina 1s me of markets on U.S. No one exr>ects 
markets to lessen fuel economy standards- and amid a market in which vehicles are often 

de~;igrled for it's automakers will abandon alternative nrnAiortr<::>in 

vehicles for the American market. 

consumers 

"Our is committed to even safer and more vehicles in the future and 
that's what this process is all " said Mitch CEO of the Auto which lobbies in 

W-c1shington on behalf of automakers and review of CAFE standards. 

California: Because it's such a market that cannot be ironnr&:•rl 

influence on automakers. 
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automakers to sell fuel-efficient and alternative
inr! .. ctr" than the Environmental 

'-'-~=~~=-'~='-=~='"the EPA's new review of fuel economy standards won't rh;::~llt:•nn'"' 
California and other states that allow them to even rec1uirerr1ents 

on vehicles than under the federal reQIUI<ltions. 

But could reverse course and to undermine those re~IUI<~tio·ns, pol:entially "''"'"'~.-,,ninn the 
state's outsized on the auto inr! .. ctn, 

retaining and even 
c:tn~nr1th"'nir1n its own of emission control that would be unworkable 

"former Obama EPA official Bob Sussman wrote in """''"'r""''"'' 

Profits: The automakers are looser fuel economy restrictions because concerned that 
Obama's nl<>nnc>t-l 

What's more, 

them to manufacture fuel-efficient small cars that consumers 
don't want to 

less-fuel-efficient vehicles are more prcJfit<3ble. The more automakers 
the better for the bottom line. 

l=ir•htc><>n automotive manufacturers wrote a letter to in FAI1n 1:::1rv him to review Obama's 
EPA standards. 

""'''+'''"' for" Evercore lSI an<3IV!St Arndt 
,...,,"'"'v in a research note. 

OV!'\Orfc n,on<>r<:>llu agree that average vehicle 
economy standards remain in 

That's because CAFE standards will automakers to 
are more ex1Jer1Si\re to the consumer, such as electric vehicles 

eXIJerlsi\re for the average ch'"'"'""'r 

will increase if current fuel 
2025. 

are still 

David chairman emeritus of the Center for Automotive Ra.co<>rr·h 

exhausted most of the cost-effective ways to •mrwr"'"' 

irYit'\rf"I\/C>!ITII'>•nf<:: and 881rodvn:amic U'v;:)I'Ljll. 

"The economics are a deal and this is what concerns the " Cole said in an interview. 
hard to sell." "You add too much to the cost of a 

Fuel costs: It's indisputable that fuel economy rec1uirerr1ents would save consumers money at the 
pump. 

RA1nnrtc: said in a recent that the average 
n''"'"'''n"' than for a 2005 vehicle. 

Consumers Union counsel Shannon Saker-Branstetter said in a statement. "For middle-class 
families strLJggiling to pay costs at the pump is a bad deal." 
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Jobs: Here's where it 

The Center for Automotive Research1 r~,,~n;"~''' ~~n~o;~~~fPc~~~;~ 
the U.S. economy would lose auto 1a if current standards in The researchers 
anatiVZE3a three levels for based on U.S. Information Administration projectior1s 

and matched that with three different estimates for the average cost per vehicle 
requirE~d to meet the CAFE mandates- and .Pu.uu•..;. 

The Center for Automotive Research has hic:t.nril"<>lht 

said this 

rArH"Ac::.~mtc::. union and environmental intP•rAc::.tc::. 

facilities in 48 states manuf'actu1 

rn<:>int,;:linirlf"l robUSt advanced tAI"hnrllnro\1 in\/A<:tmAnt 

nnc:itir.n the domestic 

March 15, 2017 6:42am 

UPDATED: 3/15/17 3:29pm ET- adds details 

WASHINGTON -- President Donald Trump said the EPA will ro,,n,o 

~~~[.!Jrul.~~;lli!!Y. of strict fuel efficiency standards through 2025, 
but did not withdraw California's authority to set its own vehicle rules. 

The president announced the review on Wednesday during an appearance 
in Michigan. 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000277-00006 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006421 Production Set #1 

Earlier, a White House official briefing reporters said the Trump 
administration will spend the next year working on the review to determine 
if the 2022-25 model-year rules are feasible. The administration has made 
no decisions on how or if the standards should be revised. 

But the Trump administration is not picking an immediate fight with 
California, which has long drawn the ire of automakers for setting more 
aggressive environmental vehicle rules, including requiring zero-emission 
cars. 

In 2012, California, the most populous U.S. state, agreed to harmonize its 
vehicle emissions rules with Obama administration rules that were aimed at 
doubling average fleetwide fuel efficiency to 54.5 mpg by 2025. Thirteen 
other states have adopted California rules that account for about 40 
percent of U.S. vehicle sales. 

California has a waiver under the Clean Air Act to set its own vehicle rules 
and has said it would vigorously fight any effort to revoke it. The 
administration official did not rule out a potential effort to restrict California's 
authority at a future date but said the White House hoped to work 
collaboratively with the state on the review. 

Securing America's Energy Future, a nonpartisan group of energy 
advocates and retired military leaders, urged the federal government, 
California and others to work together. 

"There's no reason for environmentalists, automakers and conservatives to 
risk a nuclear war over these rules, which will result in zero progress for all 
sides," said SAFE's chief executive, Robbie Diamond. 

In Michigan, Trump met with CEOs from General Motors, Ford Motor Co. 
and Fiat Chrysler Automobiles and top U.S. executives from Toyota Motor 
Corp., Daimler AG and others. He addressed hundreds of cheering 
autoworkers who attended the rally-like event. 

EPA had had until April 2018 to decide whether the standards were 
feasible under a "midterm review," but moved up its decision to a week 
before President Barack Obama left office in January. 

Automakers argue the vehicle emissions rules will impose significant costs 
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and are out of step with consumer preferences. They say they need more 
flexibility to meet the rules amid low gas prices. 

Environmentalists say the rules reduce fuel costs and greenhouse gases, 
and they have vowed to sue if the Trump administration weakens them. 

By Dee-Ann Durbin I AP 

DETROIT- President Donald Trump plans to re-examine federal fuel economy 
requirements for new cars and trucks. 

The requirements were a centerpiece of President Barack Obama's strategy to 
combat global warming. But Trump appears to be making good on a pledge to 
car company CEOs to reduce "unnecessary regulations." 

Here's what's happening: 

WHAT ARE CAFE AND GHG STANDARDS? 

CAFE (Corporate Average Fuel Economy) standards are mile-per-gallon targets 
for cars and trucks set by the U.S. government. The standards are based on size 
and are weighted by saies. Each manufacturer has a different requirement based 
on the models it sells. 

Congress required the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration to develop 
CAFE standards in 1975 after gasoline shortages during the Arab oil embargo. 
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency began regulating greenhouse gas 
emissions from vehicles in 2007. The agencies work together to produce CAFE 
standards. 

The standard for passenger cars stayed at 27.5 mpg from 1990 until 2007. In 
2009, the government set a fuel economy standard of 34.1 mpg for cars and light 
trucks by 2016. In 2012, it set a new target of 54.5 mpg by 2025. The number 
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can change depending on the mix of vehicles customers buy. Right now, it 
stands at 51.4 mpg because people are buying more SUVs and trucks. 

UNDER THE CURRENT STANDARD, WOULD MY CAR GET 54.5 MPG IN 
2025? 

No. Manufacturers can apply credits for various fuel-saving technologies to arrive 
at that figure. Real-world mileage would be closer to 36 mpg. 

WHAT'S HAPPENING NOW? 

In the last days of the Obama administration, the EPA completed a review of the 
standards for model years 2022-2025 and left them unchanged, saying the car 
companies have many affordable options to help them comply. The industry 
protested, saying the review was too hasty and didn't consider the fact that gas 
prices have fallen and few consumers want the smallest, most fuel-efficient 
vehicles. 

President Trump is reopening the evaluation process, which could lead to 
weaker standards. 

WHY WOULD THE GOVERNMENT CONSIDER CHANGING THE 
STANDARDS? 

President Trump wants automakers to expand production in the U.S. and hire 
more vvorkers. In exchange, he has promised to cut regulations and taxes. 
Gasoline is more than $1 per gallon cheaper than it was in 2012, when the 
standards were issued. The low prices hurt demand for more fuel-efficient cars. If 
those cars don't sell, their high mileage can't be counted toward an automaker's 
corporate average fuel economy. 

But environmental groups say weakening the standards would increase pollution 
and require consumers to spend more on gas. 

HOW ARE AUTOMAKERS IMPROVING THEIR FUEL ECONOMY? 
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Manufacturers have introduced all-electric cars like the Chevrolet Bolt and 
increased the use of lightweight materials like aluminum. Engine technologies, 
such as direct fuel injection, and more efficient transmissions are also 
contributing. The standards give manufacturers extra credit for new technologies, 
such as hybrid engines for pickup trucks and stop-start systems, which 
automatically shut off the engine when the vehicle stops in traffic. 

DO THOSE ADDED TECHNOLOGIES MAKE MY VEHICLE MORE 
EXPENSIVE? 

Yes. In its final ruling in January, the EPA estimated the fuel economy standards 
will cost $875 per vehicle. A study commissioned by the Alliance of Automobile 
Manufacturers estimates the cost of compliance at $1,249 per vehicle. However, 
the EPA says the standards would save consumers up to $1,620 in gas over the 
life of their vehicle. 

IF THE STANDARDS ARE WEAKENED, WILL THAT AFFECT WHAT KINDS 
OF CARS ARE AVAILABLE? 

Maybe. Automakers might choose to offer fewer electric or hybrid cars in the 
U.S., since those are less profitable than trucks and SUVs. They also could scrap 
subcompact cars, which are unpopular with U.S. consumers but help meet fuel 
economy targets. 

There are caveats. Automakers will still have to meet rising fuel economy 
standards in China and Europe, so they won't stop making efficient vehicles. If 
gas prices rise, U.S. consumers might demand more fuel-efficient cars. Finally, 
Caiifornia and other biue states have a history of passing stricter standards than 
the rest of the country. If that continues, automakers would have to keep their 
most fuel-efficient models in U.S. showrooms, since California is the biggest 
market in the U.S. 

Trump pumps brakes on Obama-era fuel efficiency standards (FOX News) 

Published March 15, 2017 
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Trump announced Wednesday that his administration would re-examine Obama-era 
fuel efficiency rules for cars and trucks, during a visit to the heart of the U.S. auto 
industry. 

After meeting with auto CEOs and union leaders, Trump announced his plan at the 
American Center for Mobility in Ypsilanti, Mich., outside Detroit He told the crowd his 
administration will "help the companies" that in turn "are going to help you." 

"There is no more beautiful sight than an American-made car," Trump said. "We 
want to be the car capital of the world again." 

Trump announced he's putting a midterm review of fuel efficiency standards back 
on track, giving officials another year to study the issue before setting new 
standards in 2018. 

CAFE emissions targets were at the heart of former President Barack Obama's 
multi-year strategy to fight climate change. Trump's willingness to hit the brakes 
underscores his administration's aim to roll back environmental rules in order to 
boost economic growth. 

Senate Minority leader Chuck Schumer, D-N.Y., ripped the announcement as 
"one of the first steps in an all-out assault by the Trump administration to 
dismantle important environmental protection." 

Under Obama, the EPA had pushed a rule for cars and light trucks requiring a 
fleet-wide average of 54.5 mpg by 2025. 

Back in 2012, the Obama administration set fuel-economy regulations for model 
years 2017-2025. The administration agreed to complete a midterm evaluation in 
2018. But a week before Obama left office, then-EPA head Gina McCarthy decided 
to keep the stringent requirements it had set in place for model years 2022-2025. 

While the Trump administration has not flat-out said it wants to weaken the 
standards, the president campaigned on the promise of eliminating "job-killing" 
regulations. 

"These standards are costly for automakers and the American people," EPA 
Administrator Scott Pruitt said in a written statement. "We will work with our 
partners at DOT to take a fresh look at determine if this approach is realistic. This 
thorough review will help ensure that this national program is good for 
consumers and good for the environment." 

Transportation Secretary Elaine Chao also applauded the decision, calling the 
move "a win for the American economy." 
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The news isn't great for environmentalists who say the rules are working and 
claim they will save drivers thousands of dollars in fuel costs down the road and 
shouldn't be changed. 

Automakers argue that the gas-mileage targets make it too expensive for the 
industry to produce more high-mileage cars given the consumer preference to 
purchase larger vehicles that are less fuel-efficient. 

In 2016, car sales slipped month after month as low gas prices made buying 
larger vehicles more attractive. 

A group of 12 manufacturers including GM and Ford has pressed the White 
House to roll back the Obama fuel standard targets. The new rules "threaten to 
depress an industry that can ill afford spiraling regulatory costs," Mitch Bainwol, 
chief executive of the Alliance of Automobile Manufacturers, wrote in a Feb. 27 
letter to Pruitt. 

Bainwol slammed the decision and reasoned it was "riddled with indefensible 
assumptions, inadequate analysis and a failure to engage with contrary 
evidence." 

Bainwol's letter to Pruitt follows a separate letter to Trump from the heads of GM, 
Ford, Fiat Chrysler, Toyota, VW, Honda, Hyundai, Nissan asking him to reverse 
the rules. 

Trump also told the crowd of auto workers they would be respected. 

"Soon, now, already happened," he said. 

After leaving Detroit, Trump was heading to Nashville to lay a wreath at former 
President Andrew Jackson's tomb, before holding a campaign-style rally in the 
city. 

The Associated Press contributed to this report. 

Opinion piece from March 10 

Ill 

I IIi 
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Erin Birgfeld 

Communications Director 

Office of Transportation and Air Quality 

U.S. EPA 

202-564-6741 (work) 

202-255-4434 (cell) 

Work Schedule: 

a 
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8-6 M,T,Th 

8-2:30 W,F 

Flexiplace every Wed (cal1202-255-4434 to reach me on Wednesday). 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
Olechiw, Michael[olechiw .michael@epa.gov] 
Moran, Robin 
Wed 3/15/2017 5:59:30 PM 
web change 

Bill, the web folks are being told to add this link to the Alliance letter 

The Midterm Evaluation Process 

On March 15, 2017 Administrator Scott Pruitt and Department of Transportation 
Secretary Elaine Chao announced that EPA intends to reconsider the final 
determination, issued on January 12, 2017, that recommended no change to the 
greenhouse gas standards for light duty vehicles for model years 2022- 2025. EPA now 
announces it will reconsider that determination in coordination with NHTSA. 

This process was established as a part of the 2012 final greenhouse gas emissions 
standards for model years 2017-2025, requiring EPA to determine no later than April1, 
2018, whether the standards for model years 2022-2025 established are appropriate. In 
accord with this schedule, the EPA intends to make a new Final Determination 
regarding the appropriateness of the standards no later than April 1, 2018. 

Robin Moran 

Senior Policy Advisor 

U.S. EPA, Office of Transportation and Air Quality 

2000 Traverwood Dr. 

Ann Arbor, MI 48105 

(734) 214-4781 (phone) 

(734) 214-4821 (fax) 
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To: France, Jennifer[france.jennifer@epa.gov]; Sutton, Tia[sutton.tia@epa.gov]; Liao, 
Shan[Liao.Shan@epa.gov] 
Cc: Birgfeld, Erin[Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov]; Moran, Robin[moran.robin@epa.gov]; Suarez, 
Patricia[suarez. patricia@epa.gov]; Mylan, Christopher[Mylan. Christopher@epa .gov]; Levin, 
David[Levin.David@epa.gov]; Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; Olechiw, 
Michael[olechiw.michael@epa.gov]; Lieske, Christopher[lieske.christopher@epa.gov] 
From: Dietrich, Gwen 
Sent: Wed 3/15/2017 5:33:13 PM 
Subject: RE: Question on pre-pub version of notice 

From: France, Jennifer 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 1:28PM 
To: Sutton, Tia <sutton.tia@epa.gov>; Liao, Shan <Liao.Shan@epa.gov> 
Cc: Birgfeld, Erin <Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov>; Moran, Robin <moran.robin@epa.gov>; Dietrich, 
Gwen <Dietrich.Gwen@epa.gov>; Suarez, Patricia <suarez.patricia@epa.gov>; Mylan, 
Christopher <Mylan.Christopher@epa.gov>; Levin, David <Levin.David@epa.gov>; Charmley, 
William <charmley.william@epa.gov>; Olechiw, Michael <olechiw.michael@epa.gov>; Lieske, 
Christopher <lieske.christopher@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Question on pre-pub version of notice 
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Good catch Tia! Gwen is fixing it right now (it's still 3/15 on the 2nd+ pages). 

From: Sutton, Tia 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 1 :24 PM 
To: Liao, Shan ::::LJ~~~~JlfL_!~QY 
Cc: Birgfeld, Erin Moran, Robin 
Gwen Suarez, Patricia <~llilJ~:Z:_JJJ!!ru:;_ljl(@~~IY 

Mylan, Christopher 
Charml ey, William < gr lli1 '!I'r!!111Ji1 <:J''0_W!lli!lrnifW4llilillY 

Lieske, Christopher 
Subject: Question on pre-pub version of notice 

Hi all, 

Dietrich, 
France, Jennifer 

Levin, David 
Olechiw, Michael 

I'm operating by phone right now so can't easily open documents, but just wanted to check one 
quick thing. When the version with the updated date was sent, can someone check to make sure 
that the date was changed to 3/13 in both the first page disclaimer and the 2nd-thru-last page 
disclaimer? Gwen or David may have already caught and fixed this, but just wanted to check 
before we go live. 

Thanks!! 

-Tia 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Mar 15, 2017, at 10:37 AM, Liao, Shan wrote: 
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us 

Lieske, Christopher <l!~~;m:ll!mJ:~{!)S:PJlMY 
Subject: RE: Web Markup- MTE Notice 
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~---E~:-·5·~--D~j"jj;~~~ti~~--p~~~~~-~-·lThanks. 
i.·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

Shan let us know when you have a draft for review. 

Best, 

Erin 

Lieske, Christopher <w~~hn~!llli~~~~ 
Subject: Web Markup- MTE Notice 

Ex.S -Deliberative Process 

If there are any more changes recommended from others, could everyone please 
make sure I'm looped in? 

Thanks! 

Robin 
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From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 10:08 AM 
To: Liao, Shan Dietrich, Gwen 
Sutton, Tia Suarez, Patricia 
Jennifer Mylan, Christopher 
Levin, David 
Cc: Moran, Robin 
Subject: RE: NNTO: sure. When ever Shan receives the markup, Shan will draft it in CMS 
immediately.-- RE: web markup file is needed-- RE: MTE prepublication notice with web 
disclaimer - UPDATED 

Hi Shan, 

Here are the requested edits to the MTE webpage. Let me know if you have questions. 

I'm adding Robin Moran for awareness and so she can review the updated page as well. 

Thanks, 

Erin 

From: Liao, Shan 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 9:15AM 
To: Birgfeld, Erin Dietrich, Gwen 
Sutton, Tia <~Jlli2IL._t!ill~PJt1illY Suarez, Patricia 
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Jennifer 
Levin, David 
Cc: Sun, Lisa Richards, David <t;~!lliD~!lS!YlQI@I~llil&2Y 
Subject: NNTO: sure. When ever Shan receives the markup, Shan will draft it in CMS 
immediately.-- RE: web markup file is needed-- RE: MTE prepublication notice with web 
disclaimer - UPDATED 

From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 9:13AM 
To: Liao, Shan Dietrich, Gwen 
Sutton, Tia Suarez, Patricia 
Jennifer Mylan, Christopher 

Cc: Sun, Lisa 
Subject: RE: web markup file is needed -- RE: MTE prepublication notice with web 
disclaimer - UPDATED 

Hi Shan, 

I am having OAR comms review the markup now and expect a few changes from him. I can 
give you the file by 10:30. Will that work? 

Thanks, 

Erin 

From: Liao, Shan 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 9:07AM 
To: Dietrich, Gwen 
Sutton, Tia 'lil!!!Ii!Ullli!~~,~e 
Jennifer ----nh:s!·nn·'~'~..,.L~lllillffi~ruhgQ'L'::-

ED_ 001220 _ 00000289-00006 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006421 Production Set #1 

Cc: Sun, Lisa Richards, David <~~111'd'lliJ'~r<l_:l'LilS!'£W@'~lg!2Y 
Subject: web markup file is needed -- RE: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer -
UPDATED 

us 
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From: Dietrich, Gwen 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 9:02AM 
To: Birgfeld, Erin 
Patricia ..--filn 'JJ'1!·~~·~Ntlli::.ill.I$Sl2§!~2Y:• 

Christopher 
Cc: Sun, Lisa '~J.l..h~~~I>J!l~ 

Subject: RE: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer- UPDATED 

From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2017 11:31 PM 
To: Sutton, Tia Suarez, Patricia 
Jennifer Mylan, Christopher 

Levin, David 
Liao, Shan :::yfl&.~mll~lli-1~ 

Subject: RE: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer- UPDATED 
Importance: High 
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HI Jennifer, Gwen and David, 

Please use this version of the notice. The data of signature is updated to be March 13, not 
March 15. 

For what it is worth we anticipate going live with this around 2 pm, but stay tuned ... we are 
likely to be getting last minute instructions. 

Thank you! 

-Erin 

From: Sutton, Tia 
Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2017 6:08PM 
To: Birgfeld, Erin 
France, Jennifer <lj•1.1J1~lliill!~J:\lfu~P_11U~.<2Y• 

Suarez, Patricia 
Mylan, Christopher 

Dietrich, Gwen 

Subject: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer 

Hi all, 

Levin, David 

Richards, David 

Attached is the prepub notice for the MTE announcement that Erin emailed about earlier. 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000289-00009 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006421 Production Set #1 

Chris and Erin- if you need to make edits to this document for any reason, I saved it on the 
X drive at: X:\_ X-drive (DC IO shared)\Rules & Notices\LD MTE\March 2017 FR Notice 

Thanks! 

-Tia 
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To: Midterm Review[Midterm_Review@epa.gov] 
Cc: 
From: 

Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; Birgfeld, Erin[Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov] 
Moran, Robin 

Sent: 
Subject: 

Wed 3/15/2017 4:28:30 PM 
Detroit News and Sierra Club links 

From: ccyrill@nada.org [mailto:ccyrill@nada.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 12:23 PM 
To: Moran, Robin <moran.robin@epa.gov> 
Subject: Trump Will Offer Boost for Carmakers Today 

View Web Version 
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President Donald J. Trump will tell autoworkers and car executives 
in a Wednesday speech outside Detroit that his administration is 
reopening an automaker-requested review of a strict fuel economy 
mandate, a senior White House official said. The Trump official said 
the administration plans to spend the next year reviewing data and 
will set gas mileage standards in 2018 that are technically and 
economically realistic and would allow automakers to continue 
growing and adding jobs. 
Source: The Detroit News 

to Roll Back California Vehicle 

President Donald Trump will announce the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency will revive a review of the feasibility of strict fuel 
efficiency standards through 2025, but will not seek to withdraw 
California's authority to set its own vehicle rules, a White House 
official said late on Tuesday. 
Source: Reuters 

Aims to Roll With 

If proposed taxes prompt auto makers to move more work bac 
to the U.S., many parts suppliers plan to follow 

Auto executives say they can adapt to taxes or other curbs on 
imports, even as industry advocates insist such moves will dent 
sales and eat into profit. President Donald Trump, traveling to 
Detroit Wednesday to say his administration will reopen a review of 
fuel-economy targets, has threatened to upend the North American 
Free Trade Agreement. The 23-year-old pact led to tens of billions 
of dollars in new Mexico investments by car companies and their 
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suppliers. 
Source: The Wall Street Journal (Subscription required) 

German prosecutors searched Audi's two biggest plants and other 
sites on Wednesday in connection with the emissions scandal still 
rocking parent Volkswagen, adding to pressure on the luxury 
division and its Chief Executive Rupert Stadler. Volkswagen 
admitted in September 2015 that up to 11 million of its vehicles 
worldwide had software installed that cheats emissions tests, 
unleashing its biggest ever crisis. 
Source: Reuters 

3.6 Million to 

A Los Angeles-based auto group with nine dealerships has agreed 
to pay more than $3.6 million for return to consumers in order to 
settle Federal Trade Commission charges that it used deceptive 
and unfair sales and financing practices, deceptive advertising, and 
deceptive online reviews. The proposed settlement order, which will 
be filed in the U.S. District Court for the Central District of California 
for approval, will prohibit the defendants from making 
misrepresentations relating to their advertising, add-on products, 
financing, and endorsements or testimonials. 
Source: FTC 

"The View from Wall Street" is among several topics and panel 
sessions slated for the 2017 Automotive Forum in New York City 
next month ahead of the auto show. The Wall Street panel speakers 
are John Murphy, managing director and lead U.S. auto analyst in 
equity research for Bank of America Merrill Lynch, and Michael 
~v1ontani, managing director and analyst on Evercore lSI's consumer 

Stephen Girsky, managing partner ofVectoiQ, an independent 
advisory firm based in New York, will moderate a panel discussion 
with Murphy and Montani. Girsky served in numerous capacities at 
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General Motors from November 2009 until July 2014. 

The full-day forum, "Automotive 3.0- Navigating through Changing 
Times," is hosted by NADA, J.D. Power and the New York 
International Auto Show. It will be held at the Grand Hyatt New York 
on April 11, 2017. For the full agenda or to register, visit 
Y:!J..'f':!!..:IDdt!Ql!.Qr!!!!JL!.!Y£.S~. Seating is limited, so register today. 
Attendees will receive access to the auto show during press days 
starting April12. 
Source: NADA 

Related article: 

Past Articles: 

Wall Street 

SA/Nissan 
Motor Co. 
alliance, has 
encouraged 
the Trump 
administration 
to move fast 
on NAFTA 
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viewing. 
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For more info, visit nada.org. Any opinions or statements contained herein do not 
necessarily reflect the views of NADA Factual errors are the responsibility of the 
listed publication. This email may contain an advertisement of NADA products 
and services. Questions or comments concerning NADA Headlines content may 
be directed to publicaffairs@nada.org. To unsubscribe from future editions of 
NADA Headlines, click here or contact NADA, 8400 Westpark Drive, Tysons, VA 
22102. 
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To: Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
Cc: 
From: 

Birgfeld, Erin[Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov]; Olechiw, Michael[olechiw.michael@epa.gov] 
Moran, Robin 

Sent: 
Subject: 

Wed 3/15/2017 4:13:40 PM 
MTE Web changes 

Bill- you had asked about the MTE web page. These are the changes that Erin and I worked on. Not 
sure yet what the go-live time will be. 

Midterm Evaluation of Light-Duty Vehicle 
Greenhouse Gas {GHG) Emissions 
Standards for Model Years 2022-2025 
On this page: 

Overview 

As part of the 2012 rulemaking establishing the model year (MY) 2017-2025 light-duty 
vehicle GHG standards, EPA made a regulatory commitment to conduct a Midterm 
Evaluation (MTE) of the standards for MY 2022-2025. As a part of this process, EPA is 
examining a wide range of factors, such as developments in powertrain technology, 
vehicle electrification, light-weighting and vehicle safety impacts, the penetration of fuel 
efficient technologies in the marketplace, consumer acceptance of fuel efficient 
technologies, trends in fuel prices and the vehicle fleet, employment impacts, and many 
others. 

EPA's regulations require several formal steps in the MTE process, including 
opportunities for public input. 

Ex. 5 -Deliberative Process 
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I Ex. 5- Deliberative Process I 

! ! 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

The Midterm Evaluation Process 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

Previous Steps in the Midterm Evaluation Process 
[Crafted to keep what was there, but make clear it was 
previous determination] 

On January 12, 2017, Administrator Gina McCarthy signed her determination to 
maintain the current GHG emissions standards for model year (MY) 2022-2025 
vehicles. Her final determination found that automakers are well positioned to meet the 
standards at lower costs than previously estimated. 

Highiights of Administrator McCarthy's january 2017 Finai Determination 

• Automakers have a wide range of technology pathways available to meet the 
MY2022-2025 standards, at slightly lower per-vehicle costs than previously 
predicted. The standards are achievable with very low penetration of strong 
hybrids, electric vehicles and plug-in hybrid electric vehicles, consistent with the 
findings of a comprehensive 2015 National Academy of Sciences study. 

• The standards will save consumers money, significantly reduce GHG emissions 
and fuel consumption, and provide benefits to the health and welfare of Americans. 

• Automakers have outperformed the standards for the first four years of the 
program (MY2012-2015) and manufacturers are adopting fuel efficient 
technologies at unprecedented rates, all while vehicle sales have increased for 7 
consecutive years. 
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Administrator McCarty's determination was based on an extensive technical record, 
created over 8 years of research, review of several hundred published reports, 
hundreds of stakeholder meetings, and multiple opportunities for the public to provide 
input. This Final Determination follows the November 2016 release of EPA's Proposed 
Determination and the July 2016 release of a Draft Technical Assessment Report 
(TAR), issued jointly by the EPA, the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
(NHTSA), and the California Air Resources Board (CARB). EPA provided opportunities 
for public comment for both the Draft TAR and the Proposed Determination. 

[Unchanged Below here ... ] 

Proposed Determination 

On November 30, 2016, Administrator McCarthy proposed to determine that the MY 
2022-2025 standards remain appropriate and that a rulemaking to change them is not 
warranted. This proposed determination is based on the robust technical record 
including the draft TAR, input from the auto industry and other stakeholders, and 
updated analyses. The public comment period for this proposed determination will end 
on December 30,2016. 

Highlights of the Proposed Determination 

• Auto manufacturers can meet the MY 2022-2025 standards at slightly lower per
vehicle costs than predicted in the TAR, and lower costs than predicted in the 2012 
rulemaking that established the standards. 

• The current standards will save consumers money and provide benefits to the 
health and welfare of Americans. 

• Automakers have a wide range of technology pathways available to meet the 
standards. Standards are achievable with very low penetration of strong hybrids, 
electric vehicles and plug-in hybrid electric vehicles. This finding is consistent with 
the conclusions the National Academy of Sciences found in a comprehensive 2015 
study. 

• Automakers have outperformed the standards for the first four years of the 
program (MY2012-2015) and manufacturers are adopting fuel efficient 
technologies at unprecedented rates, all while vehicle sales have increased for 6 
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consecutive years. There are over 100 car, SUV, and pickup versions on the 
market today that already meet 2020 or later standards. 

Comment Period --The comment period for the Proposed Determination closed on 
December 30, 2016. Several organizations requested that EPA extend the public 
comment period for the Proposed Determination; rlo'"'~' 

Qtlil§~_@9Jd!~~~~b_Q1J!:~~llil§I!J~tiQ1}§. The incoming requests for an 
extension of the comment period are avaiiabie in the docket noted above. For 
information regarding the comment period, please see the Federal Register Notice: 

For additional documents supporting EPA's analyses for the Proposed Determination, 
see the and the 

Draft Technical Assessment Report (TAR) 

EPA, NHTSA, and CARB jointly issued a Draft TAR for public comment in July 2016. 
The Draft TAR was a technical report, not a decision document, and examined a wide 
range of issues relevant to the 2022-2025 standards. 

Highlights of the Draft Technical Assessment Report: 

• Automakers are innovating in a time of record sales and fuel economy levels. 
The results of the Draft TAR show that manufacturers are adopting fuel economy 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000293-00004 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006421 Production Set #1 

technologies at unprecedented rates. Car makers and suppliers have developed 
far more innovative technologies to improve fuel economy and reduce GHG 
emissions than anticipated just a few years ago. 

• Our new analysis shows that the standards can be met largely with more 
efficient gasoline powered cars -we continue to project that only modest 
penetration of hybrids and only low levels of electric vehicles are needed to 
meet the standards. The Draft TAR shows that manufacturers can meet the 
current standards for MY 2022-2025 with conventional gasoline vehicles that use 
internal combustion engines with well-understood technologies. This is consistent 
with what the National Academies of Science found in a comprehensive 2015 
study. Manufacturers can meet the standards at similar or even lower costs than 
what was anticipated in the 2012 rulemaking with substantial fuel savings payback 
to consumers. 

• The National Program preserves consumer choice, even as it protects the 
environment and reduces fuel consumption. The National Program is designed 
to ensure that consumers can continue to buy the differing types of vehicles they 
need, from compact cars, to SUVs, to larger trucks suitable for towing and carrying 
heavy loads. Owners of every type of new vehicle will enjoy gasoline savings and 
improved fuel economy with a reduced environmental footprint. 

• Executive Summary -- QD2!t~Ql]C!lQ§!U~~U2!!J!tC!Lt@f1Qd~~~IL!~ilid!~~Q!_ 

For additional documents supporting EPA's analyses for the Proposed Determination, 
see the and the 

The comment period for the Draft Technical Assessment Report closed on September 
26, 2016. For information regarding that earlier comment period, please see the Federal 
Register Notice: 
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Robin Moran 

Senior Policy Advisor 

U.S. EPA, Office of Transportation and Air Quality 

2000 Traverwood Dr. 

Ann Arbor, MI 48105 

(734) 214-4781 (phone) 

(734) 214-4821 (fax) 
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To: Liao, Shan[Liao.Shan@epa.gov]; Birgfeld, Erin[Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov]; Dietrich, 
Gwen[Dietrich.Gwen@epa.gov]; Sutton, Tia[sutton.tia@epa.gov]; Suarez, 
Patricia[suarez.patricia@epa.gov]; France, Jennifer[france.jennifer@epa.gov]; Mylan, 
Christopher[Mylan. Christopher@epa.gov]; Levin, David[Levin. David@epa.gov] 
Cc: Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; Olechiw, Michael[olechiw.michael@epa.gov]; 
Lieske, Christopher[lieske.christopher@epa.gov] 
From: Moran, Robin 
Sent: Wed 3/15/2017 2:50:50 PM 
Subject: RE: please preview.-- RE: Web Markup- MTE Notice 

Erin, I'm think we need to tweak that first sentence as well, to track more closely to the 
FR (vs. PR)- here's my suggestion: 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 

From: Liao, Shan 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 10:38 AM 
To: Birgfeld, Erin <Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov>; Moran, Robin <moran.robin@epa.gov>; Dietrich, 
Gwen <Dietrich.Gwen@epa.gov>; Sutton, Tia <sutton.tia@epa.gov>; Suarez, Patricia 
<suarez.patricia@epa.gov>; France, Jennifer <france.jennifer@epa.gov>; Mylan, Christopher 
<Mylan.Christopher@epa.gov>; Levin, David <Levin.David@epa.gov> 
Cc: Charmley, William <charmley.william@epa.gov>; Olechiw, Michael 
<olechiw.michael@epa.gov>; Lieske, Christopher <lieske.christopher@epa.gov> 
Subject: please preview. -- RE: Web Markup - MTE Notice 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000298-00001 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006421 Production Set #1 

us 

From: Birgfeld, Erin 
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Lieske, Christopher ::::ru~u!:rr!Jill2J~~~!L£PY• 
Subject: RE: Web Markup- MTE Notice 

.. -------------------------------------
! Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process i Thanks. 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

Shan let us know when you have a draft for review. 

Best, 

Erin 

Lieske, Christopher :::ru~uhn~Qh!~~2il_JfN5(· 
Subject: Web Markup- MTE Notice 

Dietrich, Gwen 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 

If there are any more changes recommended from others, could everyone please make 
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sure I'm looped in? 

Thanks! 

Robin 

From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 10:08 AM 

Cc: Moran, Robin <i!lQ['!!Lffilllill~~o!m'Y 
Subject: RE: NNTO: sure. When ever Shan receives the markup, Shan will draft it in CMS 
immediately.-- RE: web markup file is needed-- RE: MTE prepublication notice with web 
disclaimer - UPDATED 

Hi Shan, 

Here are the requested edits to the MTE webpage. Let me know if you have questions. 

I'm adding Robin Moran for awareness and so she can review the updated page as well. 

Thanks, 

Erin 
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From: Liao, Shan 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 9:15AM 
To: Birgfeld, Erin <!;:l1rgllitl'1Jlli(@~f@~~ 
Sutton, Tia '~IJlllQ!lJI~~~~ 

Cc: Sun, Lisa Richards, David 
Subject: NNTO: sure. When ever Shan receives the markup, Shan will draft it in CMS 
immediately.-- RE: web markup file is needed-- RE: MTE prepublication notice with web 
disclaimer - UPDATED 

Cc: Sun, Lisa Richards, David 
Subject: RE: web markup file is needed -- RE: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer -
UPDATED 

Hi Shan, 

I am having OAR comms review the markup now and expect a few changes from him. I can give 
you the file by 10:30. Will that work? 

Thanks, 
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Erin 

From: Liao, Shan 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 9:07AM 
To: Dietrich, Gwen 
Sutton, Tia ::::!i!JJ1Q!hllilli~121Ll~ 

Cc: Sun, Lisa Richards, David 
Subject: web markup file is needed -- RE: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer -
UPDATED 

us 
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From: Dietrich, Gwen 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 9:02AM 
To: Birgfeld, Erin Suarez, Patricia 

Mylan, Christopher 

Subject: RE: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer- UPDATED 
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From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2017 11:31 PM 
To: Sutton, Tia Suarez, Patricia <::il!ill:·~~p_rutm:!ill~J:lSl,gQIY 
Jennifer Mylan, Christopher 

Levin, David 
Liao, Shan <LJfl&~~~lilJNY 

Subject: RE: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer- UPDATED 
Importance: High 

HI Jennifer, Gwen and David, 

Please use this version of the notice. The data of signature is updated to be March 13, not March 
15. 

For what it is worth we anticipate going live with this around 2 pm, but stay tuned ... we are 
likely to be getting last minute instructions. 

Thank you! 

-Erin 

From: Sutton, Tia 
Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2017 6:08PM 
To: Birgfeld, Erin 
France, Jennifer 

Suarez, Patricia <[!JID:~N!:!:liaillffl<;~~1Y 
Mylan, Christopher 

Dietrich, Gwen Levin, David 

Richards, David 
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Subject: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer 

Hi all, 

Attached is the prepub notice for the MTE announcement that Erin emailed about earlier. 

Chris and Erin- if you need to make edits to this document for any reason, I saved it on the X 
drive at: X:\_X-drive (DC IO shared)\Rules & Notices\LD MTE\March 2017 FR Notice 

Thanks! 

-Tia 
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To: Birgfeld, Erin[Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov]; Liao, Shan[Liao.Shan@epa.gov]; Dietrich, 
Gwen[Dietrich.Gwen@epa.gov]; Sutton, Tia[sutton.tia@epa.gov]; Suarez, 
Patricia[suarez.patricia@epa.gov]; France, Jennifer[france.jennifer@epa.gov]; Mylan, 
Christopher[Mylan. Christopher@epa.gov]; Levin, David[Levin. David@epa.gov] 
Cc: Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; Olechiw, Michael[olechiw.michael@epa.gov]; 
Lieske, Christopher[lieske.christopher@epa.gov] 
From: Moran, Robin 
Sent: Wed 3/15/2017 2:27:58 PM 
Subject: Web Markup - MTE Notice 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 

If there are any more changes recommended from others, could everyone please make 
sure I'm looped in? 

Thanks! 

Robin 

From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 10:08 AM 
To: Liao, Shan <Liao.Shan@epa.gov>; Dietrich, Gwen <Dietrich.Gwen@epa.gov>; Sutton, Tia 
<sutton.tia@epa.gov>; Suarez, Patricia <suarez.patricia@epa.gov>; France, Jennifer 
<france.jennifer@epa.gov>; Mylan, Christopher <Mylan.Christopher@epa.gov>; Levin, David 
<Levin.David@epa.gov> 
Cc: Moran, Robin <moran.robin@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: NNTO: sure. When ever Shan receives the markup, Shan will draft it in CMS 
immediately.-- RE: web markup file is needed-- RE: MTE prepublication notice with web 
disclaimer - UPDATED 
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Hi Shan, 

Here are the requested edits to the MTE webpage. Let me know if you have questions. 

I'm adding Robin Moran for awareness and so she can review the updated page as well. 

Thanks, 

Erin 

From: Liao, Shan 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 9:15AM 
To: Birgfeld, Erin <firrg~LE;JmG~ruNY 
Sutton, Tia 

Cc: Sun, Lisa Richards, David 
Subject: NNTO: sure. When ever Shan receives the markup, Shan will draft it in CMS 
immediately.-- RE: web markup file is needed-- RE: MTE prepublication notice with web 
disclaimer - UPDATED 

From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 9:13AM 
To: Liao, Shan Dietrich, Gwen Sutton, Tia 

France, Jennifer 
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Levin, David 

Cc: Sun, Lisa Richards, David 
Subject: RE: web markup file is needed -- RE: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer -
UPDATED 

Hi Shan, 

I am having OAR comms review the markup now and expect a few changes from him. I can give 
you the file by 10:30. Will that work? 

Thanks, 

Erin 

From: Liao, Shan 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 9:07AM 
To: Dietrich, Gwen 
Sutton, Tia :::::;LIJJ1Q!L11J!{f~2~l~ 

Cc: Sun, Lisa Richards, David 
Subject: web markup file is needed -- RE: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer -
UPDATED 
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us 

From: Dietrich, Gwen 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 9:02AM 
To: Birgfeld, Erin Suarez, Patricia 

Mylan, Christopher 

Subject: RE: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer- UPDATED 
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From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2017 11:31 PM 
To: Sutton, Tia Suarez, Patricia <::il!ill:·~~p_rutm:!ill~J:lSl,gQIY: 
Jennifer Mylan, Christopher 

Levin, David 
Liao, Shan <LJfl&~~~lilJNY 

Subject: RE: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer- UPDATED 
Importance: High 

HI Jennifer, Gwen and David, 

Please use this version of the notice. The data of signature is updated to be March 13, not March 
15. 

For what it is worth we anticipate going live with this around 2 pm, but stay tuned ... we are 
likely to be getting last minute instructions. 

Thank you! 
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-Erin 

From: Sutton, Tia 
Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2017 6:08PM 
To: Birgfeld, Erin Suarez, Patricia <[!JID:~Jlli!:!:liaillffl<;~~1Y 
F ranee, Jennifer <1J11J1~illilll~!:(£~~p_1l,,g!:!Y Mylan, Christopher 

Dietrich, Gwen Levin, David 

Richards, David 

Subject: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer 

Hi all, 

Attached is the prepub notice for the MTE announcement that Erin emailed about earlier. 

Chris and Erin- if you need to make edits to this document for any reason, I saved it on the X 
drive at: X:\_X-drive (DC IO shared)\Rules & Notices\LD MTE\March 2017 FR Notice 

Thanks! 

-Tia 
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To: Moran, Robin[moran.robin@epa.gov]; Alson, Jeff[alson.jeff@epa.gov]; Charmley, 
William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Wed 3/15/2017 1:17:48 PM 
Subject: FW: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer- UPDATED 

FYI- the FR notice. 

I will send along once I get something back from him. 

Thanks, 

Erin 

From: Dietrich, Gwen 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 9:02AM 
To: Birgfeld, Erin <Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov>; Sutton, Tia <sutton.tia@epa.gov>; Suarez, Patricia 
<suarez.patricia@epa.gov>; France, Jennifer <france.jennifer@epa.gov>; Mylan, Christopher 
<Mylan.Christopher@epa.gov>; Levin, David <Levin.David@epa.gov> 
Cc: Sun, Lisa <Sun.Lisa@epa.gov>; Liao, Shan <Liao.Shan@epa.gov>; Richards, David 
<Richards.David@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer- UPDATED 
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From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2017 11:31 PM 

Subject: RE: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer- UPDATED 
Importance: High 

HI Jennifer, Gwen and David, 

Please use this version of the notice. The data of signature is updated to be March 13, not March 
15. 

For what it is worth we anticipate going live with this around 2 pm, but stay tuned ... we are 
likely to be getting last minute instructions. 

Thank you! 
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-Erin 

From: Sutton, Tia 
Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2017 6:08PM 
To: Birgfeld, Erin <jj1[gffitl~~~~2Y 
F ranee, Jennifer :::m!ill~lQllillli~rff~I~JWY 

Suarez, Patricia 
Mylan, Christopher 

Dietrich, Gwen 

Liao, Shan 

Subject: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer 

Hi all, 

Levin, David 

Richards, David 

Attached is the prepub notice for the MTE announcement that Erin emailed about earlier. 

Chris and Erin- if you need to make edits to this document for any reason, I saved it on the X 
drive at: X:\_X-drive (DC IO shared)\Rules & Notices\LD MTE\March 2017 FR Notice 

Thanks! 

-Tia 

ED_001220_00000312-00003 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006421 Production Set #1 

To: Midterm Review[Midterm_Review@epa.gov]; Snapp, Lisa[snapp.lisa@epa.gov]; Birgfeld, 
Erin[Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov]; Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
From: Moran, Robin 
Sent: Tue 3/14/2017 2:54:26 PM 
Subject: Bloomberg: "Trump Answers Automaker Call for Review of $33 Billion Rules" 

From: NADA Headlines [mailto:nadaheadlines@nada.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2017 10:40 AM 
To: Moran, Robin <moran.robin@epa.gov> 
Subject: NADA I J.D. Power Automotive Forum: The View from Wall Street 

View Web Version 
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"The View from Wall Street" is among several topics and panel 
sessions slated for the 2017 Automotive Forum in New York City 
next month ahead of the auto show. The Wall Street panel speakers 
are John Murphy, managing director and lead U.S. auto analyst in 
equity research for Bank of America Merrill Lynch, and Michael 
Montani, managing director and analyst on Evercore lSI's consumer 
research team auto dealerships. 

Stephen Girsky, managing partner ofVectoiQ, an independent 
advisory firm based in New York, will moderate a panel discussion 
with Murphy and Montani. Girsky served in numerous capacities at 
General Motors from November 2009 until July 2014. 

The full-day forum, "Automotive 3.0- Navigating through Changing 
Times," is hosted by NADA, J.D. Power and the New York 
International Auto Show. It will be held at the Grand Hyatt New York 
on April 11, 2017. For the full agenda or to register, visit 
Y:£i.'f!:!..J!!!l!m[Qr!!!!Jl!.!Y£.S~. Seating is limited, so register today. 
Attendees will receive access to the auto show during press days 
starting April12. 
Source: NADA 

Call for Review of 33 

When President Donald Trump visits the Detroit area this week, he'll 
come bearing a gift: a first step toward relaxing rules that could cost 
automakers about $33 billion. Trump will announce as part of a visit 
to Ypsilanti, Michigan, on Wednesday that his administration will 
begin re-examining fuel-economy standards set by the Obama 
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administration, according to two people familiar with the plans. He'll 
speak with workers and executives at carmakers that have sought 
to relax the rules, which the Environmental Protection Agency tried 
to solidify during the final days of Barack Obama's presidency. 
Source: Bloomberg 

Related article: 

Remains 'Core Market' for 

The CEO of German automaker Volkswagen says the United States 
remains a "core market" for the company despite its diesel 
emissions scandal and has underlined that it hopes to expand there. 
Matthias Mueller made the comments Tuesday at the company's 
annual news and investor conference at its headquarters in 
Wolfsburg, Germany. 
Source: The Associated Press 

I Chain With Latest Deals 

Intel Corp. sent a fresh shock wave through the automotive supply 
chain, becoming the latest tech company to gobble up a specialized 
car components supplier. The Silicon Valley company's $15 billion 
acquisition of Mobileye NV could unsettle established auto makers, 
but it may be the type of big bet needed to populate roads with self
driving vehicles. 
Source: The Wall Street Journal (Subscription required) 

s Not Rulin 

Volkswagen Chief Executive Matthias Mueller said he did not rule 
out he could hold merger talks with Fiat Chrysler boss Sergio 
Marchionne, in a marked change of tone by the German carmaker 
toward its Italian-American peer. "I am not ruling out a 
conversation," Mueller told journalists after VWs annual results 
news conference. 
Source: Reuters 

The frenetic race to develop autonomous vehicles features a lot of 
bold claims, management wooing and screaming headlines. Sleep 
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while your car drives! Come work for us and change the world! 
Technology secrets stolen! Sounds like deja vu to Bill Ford, 
chairman of Ford Motor and great-grandson of Henry Ford. 
Source: USA Today 

Past Articles: 

gains in fuel 
efficiency and 
carbon 
reduction. At 
the same 
time, ignoring 
consumer 
preferences 
and market 
realities will 
drive up 
costs for 
buyers and 
threaten 
future 
production 
levels." 

--Auto 
industry 
executives 
wrote in a 
letter to 
President 
Donald Trump, 

March 14 

Sponsored by 
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must 
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create an 
NADA account 
before viewing. 

I 

For more info, visit nada.org. Any opinions or statements contained herein do not 
necessarily reflect the views of NADA. Factual errors are the responsibility of the 
listed publication. This email may contain an advertisement of NADA products 
and services. Questions or comments concerning NADA Headlines content may 
be directed to publicaffairs@nada.org. To unsubscribe from future editions of 
NADA Headlines, click here or contact NADA, 8400 Westpark Drive, Tysons, VA 
22102. 
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To: Hengst, Benjamin[Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov]; Birgfeld, Erin[Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov]; 
Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
From: Grundler, Christopher 
Sent: Mon 3/13/2017 11 :42:45 PM 
Subject: Fwd: release 

Here is what I was commenting on. Feel free to pile on 

Christopher Gnmdler, Director 
Office of Transportation and Air Quality 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202/564-1682 (Washington DC) 
734/214-4207 (Ann Arbor MI) 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Dunham, Sarah" 
Date: March 13,2017 at 7:26:38 PM EDT 
To: "Grundler, Christopher" 
Subject: Fwd: release 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Millett, John" 
Date: March 13, 2017 at 7:03:41 PM EDT 

Subject: Fwd: release 

FYI on the attached. below is my response to Nancy--

Thanks, Nancy-- I'll forward as FYI and see what comes back. 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

i i 

i Ex. 5- Deliberative Process i 
i i 
~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 
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Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process 

John Millett 
202.510.1822 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Grantham, Nancy" <iiif!Itllli;!ll~:l_lli:}'ifr&llliJNY• 
Date: March 13,2017 at 6:29:14 PM EDT 

"Drinkard, Andrea" 

Subject: FW: release 

We need some messaging- numbers, jobs, etc. to put on a cafe webpage for 
weds. Can you all help? thanks ng 

From: Milbourn, Cathy 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000338-00002 
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Sent: Monday, March 13,2017 6:25PM 
To: Grantham, Nancy 
Cc: Milbourn, Cathy 
Subject: release 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000338-00003 
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To: Birgfeld, Erin[Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov]; Hengst, Benjamin[Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov]; 
Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
From: Grundler, Christopher 
Sent: Mon 3/13/2017 11 :41 :4 7 PM 
Subject: Fwd: release 

FYI 

Christopher Gnmdler, Director 
Office of Transportation and Air Quality 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202/564-1682 (Washington DC) 
734/214-4207 (Ann Arbor MI) 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Grundler, Christopher" 
Date: March 13,2017 at 7:41:12 PM EDT 
To: "Dunham, Sarah" 
Cc: "Millett, John" ::::_MlillffilQtillJ~llli~~
Subject: Re: release 

Ex.S -Deliberative Process 

Consumer groups have done their own analysis showing consumer savings 

The draft TAR shows how even with lower fuel prices consumers have a favorable payback 
especially if they lease or finance 

Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process 
~---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

We did do a qualitative employment analysis in the rules. We can get you what we said if 
you want but bottom line is it was inconclusive and in any event overwhelmed by macro 
economic events. Others have shown that the stds have led to increased employment-
especially in engineering---throughout the supply chain and at automakers 
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Record sales have also led to hiring 

Christopher Gnmdler, Director 
Office of Transportation and Air Quality 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202/564-1682 (Washington DC) 
734/214-4207 (Ann Arbor MI) 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Millett, John" 
Date: March 13, 2017 at 7:03:41 PM EDT 

Subject: Fwd: release 

FYI on the attached. below is my response to Nancy--

Thanks, Nancy-- I'll forward as FYI and see what comes back. 

wrote: 

Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process 
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John Millett 
202.510.1822 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Grantham, Nancy" ~~ffi!lJlli!ffiJ:ifl_lli::Yifl:Jn~~ 
Date: March 13,2017 at 6:29:14 PM EDT 

"Drinkard, Andrea" 

Subject: FW: release 

We need some messaging- numbers, jobs, etc. to put on a cafe webpage for 
weds. Can you all help? thanks ng 

From: Milbourn, Cathy 
Sent: Monday, March 13,2017 6:25PM 
To: Grantham, Nancy :::(J:ranth<:tm.r\la:ncy'la:J•~pa.go 

Cc: Milbourn, Cathy 
Subject: release 
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FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006421 Production Set #1 

<CAFE Release 3.6.16.docx> 
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To: Grundler, Christopher[grundler.christopher@epa.gov]; Charmley, 
William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; Simon, Kari[Simon.Karl@epa.gov] 
Cc: Birgfeld, Erin[Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov] 
From: Hengst, Benjamin 
Sent: Mon 3/13/2017 11 :08:32 PM 
Subject: Fwd: release 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Millett, John" 
Date: March 13, 2017 at 7:03:41 PM EDT 

Subject: Fwd: release 

FYI on the attached. below is my response to Nancy--

Thanks, Nancy-- I'll forward as FYI and see what comes back. 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

John Millett 
202.510.1822 

Begin forwarded message: 
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From: "Grantham, Nancy" 
Date: March 13,2017 at 6:29:14 PM EDT 

"Drinkard, Andrea" 

Subject: FW: release 

We need some messaging- numbers, jobs, etc. to put on a cafe webpage for weds. 
Can you all help? thanks ng 

From: Milbourn, Cathy 
Sent: Monday, March 13,2017 6:25PM 
To: Grantham, Nancy 
Cc: Milbourn, Cathy 
Subject: release 

ED_001220_00000342-00002 
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To: Helfand, Gloria[helfand.gloria@epa.gov]; Olechiw, Michael[olechiw.michael@epa.gov]; Yanca, 
Catherine[yanca.catherine@epa.gov]; Alson, Jeff(alson.jeff@epa.gov]; Shelby, 
Michaei[Shelby.Michael@epa.gov]; Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; Simon, 
Kari[Simon.Karl@epa.gov]; Snapp, Lisa[snapp.lisa@epa.gov]; Dickinson, 
David[Dickinson. David@epa .gov] 
From: Moran, Robin 
Sent: Mon 3/13/2017 12:20:58 PM 
Subject: "Study warns of higher consumer prices, job losses under current mpg rules" 

As President Donald Trump weighs easing U.S. fuel-economy rules, an automaker
funded study offered support based on looming cost increases for consumers and a 
short-term drop in industry employment. 

U.S. consumers may pay an average premium of more than $1,800 per vehicle by 2025 
due to tougher fuel economy and emissions targets, according to the Indiana University 
study, which was conducted over 18 months and funded by the Alliance of Automobile 
Manufacturers. 

Employment losses will peak at about 150,000 in 2021, as consumers will shy away 
from buying costlier cars and trucks, said John Graham, a co-author of the study. 

"Our findings don't call into question the need for regulation but we found that the 
federal requirements need to be fine-tuned," Graham said in a statement. "Due to 
unexpectedly low gas prices and tepid demand for electric and hybrid vehicles, the 
standards will have greater economic impact than envisioned when they were 
developed." 
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The study adds to the brewing debate over fuel economy standards that's intensified as 
the Trump administration considers revoking a decision to leave intact rules aimed at 
curbing vehicle emissions through 2025. 

Eighteen automakers asked Trump last month to reinstate an evaluation of the rules, 
and Ford Motor Co. CEO Mark Fields warned in January that about 1 million U.S. jobs 
are at risk if standards aren't aligned with market realities. 

About a third of the initial job losses would be concentrated in a five-state area near the 
Great Lakes. The short-term pain will eventually give way to longer term benefits from 
consumers saving more at the pump, the study found. 

The U.S. may end up with a net gain of about 150,000 jobs by 2031, Graham said in a 
phone interview. 

The Indiana University report recommends several ways lawmakers could reorganize 
fuel-economy regulations, including by commissioning an independent assessment of 
California's requirements that automakers produce and sell zero-emission vehicles. 

The state's program fails to curb much fuel consumption nationwide because 
manufacturers earn federal credits that make it easier to sell gas guzzlers elsewhere in 
the U.S., Graham said. 

From: Helfand, Gloria 
Sent: Friday, March 10,2017 9:12AM 
To: Moran, Robin <moran.robin@epa.gov>; Olechiw, Michael <olechiw.michael@epa.gov>; 
Yanca, Catherine <yanca.catherine@epa.gov>; Alson, Jeff <alson.jeff@epa.gov> 
Subject: FW: IU Graham Report-- being distributed to DOT/Volpe & OMB 

Also see possible presentation dates in DC. 

Gloria Helfand, Ph.D. 

Assessment and Standards Division 

Office of Transportation and Air Quality 

U.S. Enviromnental Protection Agency 
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2000 Traverwood Drive 

Ann Arbor, MI 48105 

(734) 214-4688 

From: Graham, John D. L!11'!illQ_:_£;rnllli!!lli!@lrilllll!l1~;llij 
Sent: Friday, March 10, 2017 9:09AM 
To: McGartland, Al 
Cc: Carley, Sanya 
W alverton, Ann 
Subject: RE: Autos report 

Helfand, Gloria 
Pearson, Margaret A <p~:N~lffi@lrillmn~@::: 
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From: McGartland, Al Lffi1lliJ~~I~K~Illi!llilLl:!_I@ffic:LgQYJ 
Sent: Thursday, March 09, 2017 11: 13 PM 
To: Graham, John D. 
Cc: Carley, Sanya; Helfand, Gloria; W alverton, Ann 
Subject: Re: Autos report 

John, good to hear from you. Your report is circulating. I'm assuming you are sending to OMB 
and DOT and other agencies. We ·would be happy to host an informal seminar for Washington 
DC area. I'm sure it will be well attended. 

We need to find a date and time that works. I'm assuming it would be fine to invite others 
Outside ofEPA (RFF, USDA, OMB, DOT, George Washington University, etc). 

I'm CC'ing Ann Wolverton in NCEE. She and I will work with you. If you have preferred dates 
don't hesitate to forward them. If you have someone to work with can you provide contact 
information? 
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Sent from my iPhone 

From: Carley, Sanya 
Sent: Thursday, March 09,2017 4:02PM 
To: Helfand, Gloria; Graham, John D.; McGartland, Al 
Subject: Re: Autos report 
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Hopefully this link works? 

Thanks, 

Sanya 

From: "Helfand, Gloria" <n~J!illll:tglQ!lli~PJiM>Y• 
Date: Thursday, March 9, 2017 at 4:00PM 
To: "Graham, John D." "McGartland, Al" 

Cc: "Carley, Sanya" <~:;ItikJW!ill!lill:lih.~J::: 
Subject: RE: Autos report 

The link didn't work for me. Can you please check that it's the correct link? 

Gloria Helfand, Ph.D. 

Assessment and Standards Division 

Office of Transportation and Air Quality 

U.S. Enviromnental Protection Agency 

2000 Traverwood Drive 

Ann Arbor, MI 48105 

(734) 214-4688 
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From: Graham, John D. l!lli!!lJiQ_:_gTittJ.illlll@Yrrill!J!Ili!~IJJ 
Sent: Thursday, March 09,2017 3:43PM 
To: McGartland, Al ~~""~'-'!U!S!!'~~~~~ 

Cc: Carley, Sanya <:;;J:~ruW!J!Qlill!:llb~!> 
Subject: Autos report 

Helfand, Gloria 

Al and Gloria: Here is the link to our new report on the macroeconomic impacts of DOT
CAFE, EPA-GHG, and CARB-ZEV. 

Would you be willing to share with relevant folk at EPA and schedule a 
time for our team to do an informal presentation at EPA during the next few months? Take 
care. John 

<image005 .png> D. I Dean I Indiana 
University 

School of Public & Environmental Affairs 

1315 E. Tenth Street 

Bloomington, IN 4 7 405 

812.855.1432 Phone 1812.855.6234 Fax 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
Hengst, Benjamin 
Mon 3/13/2017 12:20:52 PM 
Fwd: FR notice 

I am told this is the final version that Pruitt already signed. I was also asked not to circulate 
widely (naturally). 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Knapp, Kristien" 
Date: March 10,2017 at 11:11:12 AM EST 
To: "Hengst, Benjamin" <tlsmcWlliiTIJlill!lli!(flli~lg!li 
Subject: FR notice 
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AUTO ALLIANCE 

DR lVI NG IN NOVATION~ 

March 23,2017 

Gary Cohn 

B03 7th Street N.W., Suite 300 I Washington, DC 20001 

202.326.5500 I www.autoalliance.org 

MITCH BAINWOL President& CEO 

Director, National Economic Council 
The White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Ave. NW 
Washington, DC 20500 

Dear Director Cohn: 

We appreciate the Trump Administration's announcement last week to ensure that a transparent data
driven analysis will occur prior to reaching a fmal determination on CAFE/GHG standards, consistent 
with the long held schedule originally advanced by the prior Administration. In particular, a mid
term review (MTR) can now occur with current data and timely evidence of market realities. 

We are now in MY 2017. The agreement between DOT, EPA and California was finalized in 2012 
during MY 2013 via a joint final rule with compliance requirements through MY 2025. With the 
President's action, now there will be an appropriate opportunity to inform the final determination with 
updated relevant data that more closely approximates a "mid-term" in the truest sense of the word. 

As you well know, we are committed to a future of increasing fuel economy. We also believe that it 
is important not to prejudge the outcome of the MTR. At the same time, we are concerned that 
consumers are not yet embracing the high MPG offerings we are putting into the market to a degree 
necessary to facilitate compliance with the original schedule. And that of course, was precisely why 
the MTR was part of the original Agreement. All parties wanted to make sure that the underlying 
assumptions about consumer behavior, gas prices and technology costs and adoption remained 
valid. The need to make sure we are right about these assumptions is critical to reach a 
determination that fully recognizes, and then optimizes, the broad public policy cQncerns implicated 
by these standards, including affordability, employment and carbon reduction. 

A key selling point in the original 2012 Agreement was the commitment to ONP- One National 
Program. That remains an important priority for automakers. Automakers seek certainty, 
predictability and rationality- over time - from the regulatory process. Given the multi-agency and 
federal/state realities of these programs, the idea of ONP is critical to smart, coherent regulation. 

In the context oflast week's announcement, we were pleased to see that the White House indicated a 
desire to bring all relevant stakeholders, including California, to the table in a genuine, serious and 
constructive effort to build consensus for a thoughtful, coordinated policy outcome. We think that 
such an effort is wise and timely, and look forward to participating. Ideally, this process will kick off 
as soon as possible so that this important work can begin. 

BMW Group .1:.9~.. ~ ~ ~ 11\ • MllSUBiliHl 
..., ~ 'C:J llferced~s-Jlenz ... MOTOIIS 
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AUTO ALLIANCE 

DR lVI NG IN NOVATION• 

March 23, 2017 

Gary Cohn 
Director, National Economic Council 
The White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Ave. NW 
Washington, DC 20500 

Dear Director Cohn: 

B03 7th Street N.W., Suite 300 I Washington, DC 20001 

202.326.5500 I www.autoalliance.org 

MITCH BAINWOL President& CEO 

We appreciate the Trump Administration's announcement last week to ensure that a transparent data
driven analysis will occur prior to reaching a final determination on CAFE/GHG standards, consistent 
with the long held schedule originally advanced by the prior Administration. In particular, a mid
term review (MTR) can now occur with current data and timely evidence of market realities. 

We are now in MY 2017. The agreement between DOT, EPA and California was finalized in 2012 
during MY 2013 via a joint final rule with compliance requirements through MY 2025. With the 
President's action, now there will be an appropriate opportunity to inform the final determination with 
updated relevant data that more closely approximates a "mid-term" in the truest sense of the word. 

As you well know, we are committed to a future of increasing fuel economy. We also believe that it 
is important not to prejudge the outcome of the MTR. At the same time, we are concerned that 
consumers are not yet embracing the high MPG offerings we are putting into the market to a degree 
necessary to facilitate compliance with the original schedule. And that of course, was precisely why 
the MTR was part of the original Agreement. All parties wanted to make sure that the underlying 
assumptions about consumer behavior, gas prices and technology costs and adoption remained 
valid. The need to make sure we are right about these assumptions is critical to reach a 
determination that fully recognizes, and then optimizes, the broad public policy CQncerns implicated 
by these standards, including affordability, employment and carbon reduction. 

A key selling point in the original 2012 Agreement was the commitment to ONP- One National 
Program. That remains an important priority for automakers. Automakers seek certainty, 
predictability and rationality- over time from the regulatory process. Given the multi-agency and 
federal/state realities of these programs, the idea of ONP is critical to smart, coherent regulation. 

In the context oflast week's announcement, we were pleased to see that the White House indicated a 
desire to bring all relevant stakeholders, including California, to the table in a genuine, serious and 
constructive effort to build consensus for a thoughtful, coordinated policy outcome. We think that 
such an effort is wise and timely, and look forward to participating. Ideally, this process will kick off 
as soon as possible so that this important work can begin. 

SMWGroup •• E.Q6.. ~ IJ 
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Scott Pruitt 
Administrator 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Mail Code 1101A 
Washington, D.C. 20460 

March 22, 2017 

Re: 2022-2025 Model Year Light-Duty Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emission Standards 

Dear Administrator Pruitt: 

As the environmental agency heads for the states of Connecticut, Delaware, 
Maryland, Massachusetts, New York, Oregon, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont and 
Washington, and the District of Columbia, we write to urge you to maintain the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA's) "Final Determination on the Appropriateness 
of the Model Year 2022-2025 Light-Duty Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emissions Standards." 
While the record suggests that more stringent standards may be appropriate, we agree 
with EPA's January 13, 2017 decision to keep the current national greenhouse gas (GHG) 
standards for model year (MY) 2022-2025 to provide automobile manufacturers with 
regulatory certainty. We also support maintaining these national standards in order to 
maximize environmental and economic benefits and to ensure that the United States 
continues as a world leader in advanced vehicles. In addition, we strongly urge you to 
respect the independent authority of California to implement its own standards and the 
right of other states to opt into those California standards to meet the environmental 
challenges we face. 

As part of the 2012 rulemaking establishing the MY 2017-2025light-duty vehicle 
GHG standards, which the automobile manufacturers strongly endorsed, EPA made a 
commitment to conduct a Midterm Evaluation of the standards for MY 2022-2025. After 
conducting a robust evaluation of an extensive technical record and providing multiple 
opportunities for public input, EPA determined that the standards for MY 2022-2025 are 
still appropriate under section 202(a) ofthe federal Clean Air Act. EPA's completion of the 
Midterm Evaluation ahead of schedule does not provide grounds to reopen or alter EPA's 
determination, nor does it change the facts supporting the decision. The record clearly 
shows that technologies needed to meet the standards are here today, automakers are 
expected to meet the standards at lower costs than previously estimated, and many other 
technologies in active development may provide even more cost effective compliance 
options. The record also establishes that the standards will save consumers money on 
fuels that will then be available to invest in other areas of the economy, provide public 
health and welfare benefits, and will not negatively impact the economic viability of the 
automobile industry or vehicle safety. 
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In addition, we strongly urge you to resist industry lobbying to attempt to revoke 
the waiver issued to California to implement its own GHG standards. You have often 
spoken of the importance of states' rights, and the right of California to establish and 
enforce standards that are needed to meet its environmental challenges is fundamental to 
the Clean Air Act, as is the right of other states to opt into the California standards. 
California's authority to adopt its own standards has been recognized for the past half 
century by EPA Administrators on a bipartisan basis. Any effort to revoke EPA's waiver 
decision for California's standards would be unprecedented, run afoul of the statutory 
criteria for granting or denying a waiver in section 209(b) of the federal Clean Air Act, and 
undermine our state rights. In granting a waiver for California's GHG standards, EPA 
determined that California met its burden and an even stronger waiver case could be made 
today. Moreover, our states continue to have broad bipartisan support for the authority 
Congress granted to states in section 177 of the Clean Air Act to adopt and enforce 
California standards that are more protective of public health and welfare. 

For these reasons, we respectfully request that you preserve EPA's current G H G 
standards for MY 2022-25 and leave California's waiver intact. 

Sincerely, 

Robert Klee 
Commissioner 
Connecticut Department of Energy and Environmental Protection 

Shawn Garvin 
Secretary 
Delaware Department of Natural Resources and Environmental Control 

Tommy Wells 
Director 
D.C. Department of Energy and Environment 

2 
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Ben Grumbles 
Secretary 
Maryland Department of the Environment 

Martin Suuberg 
Commissioner 
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection 

Basil Seggos 
Commissioner 
New York Department of Environmental Conservation 

Richard Whitman 
Director 
Oregon Department of Environmental Quality 

Patrick McDonnell 
Acting Secretary 
Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection 

Janet Coit 
Director 
Rhode Island Department of Environmental Management 

3 
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Maia Bellon 
Director 
Department of Ecology 
State ofWashington 

Emily Boedecker 
Commissioner 
Vermont Department of Environmental Conservation 

cc: Christopher Grundler, Director 
Office of Transportation and Air Quality 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington. D.C. 20460 

Mary Nichols 
Chairman 
California Air Resources Board 
1001 'T' Street 
Sacramento, California 95814 

4 
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March 16, 2017 

Governor Edmund G. Brown, Jr. 
c/o State Capitol, Suite 1173 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Dear Governor Brown: 

I have seen your March 15, 2017letter to me regarding motor vehicle regulations, which was 
disseminated through Twitter. 

Your tweet, and your letter, contain some false assertions-assertions which, unfortunately, are overly 
dramatic and distract us from the real issues at hand. 

Global Automakers has taken no "action to weaken" the greenhouse gas emission (GHG) standards, as 
you claim incorrectly. All we asked for-and all that we received -was a return to the Midterm 
Evaluation process agreed to by all parties (including the State of California) in 2012. The Midterm 
Evaluation was designed to examine up-to-date information on all relevant factors-such as market 
conditions, consumer preferences, technological advances, and changes in assumptions and 
predictions-in order to ensure that the standards achieve meaningful reductions in motor vehicle GHG 
emissions, while also providing customers with affordable vehicles that meet their needs. 

Global Automakers and our member companies signed up for the One National Program in large part 
because it included a data-driven and transparent Midterm Evaluation coordinated among California, the 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), and the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
(}JHTS_lA)..). EP_lA'" lost sight of the importance of a coordinated approach vvhen it needlessly rushed 
through a Final Determination on the GHG emission standards over a year ahead of schedule, 
contravening its previous commitments, and without coordination with NHTSA. The Trump 
Administration's action is in line with the request Global Automakers put before EPA: a return to a 
coordinated Midterm Evaluation that does not lock in a predetermined outcome and goes where the facts 
lead it. 

Global Automakers and our member companies have not wavered in our support for improving motor 
vehicle fuel economv and reducin2: GHG emissions throu2:h a stron2: and harmonized federal nro2:ram. 
Our member compa~ies have inve~ted, and continue to in~est, billi;ns in advanced technologies to 
achieve public policy goals. Global Automakers looks forward to restarting the discussion to align these 
critically important goals with the realities of the marketplace and continuing our work with California 
and the federal agencies as we advance our shared environmental goals. 

I welcome the opportunity to discuss these matters further with you. 

Sincerely, 

John Bozzella 
President & CEO 
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United ~tatrs ~rnatr 

The Honorable Scott Pruitt 
Administrator 
Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Ave .. NW 
Washington. DC 20004 

Dear Administrator Pruitt. 

WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

\1arch 7. 2017 

We write in support of the Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) Final Determination on 
the Appropriateness ofthe Model Year 2022-2025 Light-Duty Vehicle Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions Standards and urge you to not withdraw this Final Determination or reopen the EPA's 
Midterm Evaluation of the emissions standards tor model years 1022-1015. These automobile 
emissions standards are economically feasible and technologically achievable for the auto 
industry as the Final Determination demonstrates. They will enhance our national security by 
reducinl! our consumntion offoreiQn oil. Thev \Vill benetit consumers_ savin2 them billions of '-' , 1.;:' - ,.; - - --- -- --- -------- .. --- ---co------------------
dollars at the pump and reduce our carbon pollution. They provide certainty to the auto industry. 
which is already investing in the technologies and designs t()r the whicles they will sell in these 
later years of the program. It is critical that they remain in place. 

During your confirmation hearing in the Senate Environment and Public Works (EPW) 
Committee. you were asked whether you would respect both EPA ·s finding that greenhouse gas 
emissions from motor vehicles endanger public health and welfare and the Supreme Court"s 
decision that the EPA must therefore regulate motor vehicle greenhouse gas emissions. You 
affirmed that the Supreme Court's landmark decision in Massachuselts v. EPA is the .. law of the 
land." You further stated that you would .. enforce and respect" the EPA's endangerment finding 
on greenhouse gas emissions. Keeping the EPA· s Final Detem1ination in place goes right to the 
heart of enforcing and respecting the endangennent finding. 

These vehicle emissions standards arc critical to our national security. We still import more than 
three million barrels of oil every day from OPEC nations. We still import nearly five million 
barrels of oil a day overall. Not keeping these emissions standards in place would only deepen 
that dependence on foreign oil and weaken our national security. Indeed. EPA estimates that 
these standards will reduce oil consumption by 1.2 billion barrels. 

These standards do and 'vill benefit consumers. The EPA found that the net benefits of these 
standards arc nearly $100 billion. In fact. in all scenarios. including a scenario where fuel prices 
are low. the EPA found that the benefits tor consumers far outweigh the costs. 

Auto companies have thrived under these standards. They have added 700,000 jobs since 2009 
\\·hen the standards began to be implemented. Sales have increased fbr seven straight years to an 
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Administrator Pruitt 
Page2 

all-time record high in 2016. all while the industry \\·as rebounding from the economic recession, 
and \Vhile on average. manufacturers outperformed the emission standards for each of the first 
tour years of the program. 

The EPA's Final Determination was based on extensive technical analysis by the EPA. the 
Department of Transportation and the California Air Resource Board (CARB). Through multiple 
rounds of formal comment as well as ongoing interaction between the agencies and industry. 
automakers provided substantial input to the agencies during the process and the agencies took 
industry data and positions into account in drawing their conclusions. Those conclusions 
demonstrate that the auto industry can meet these fuel economy emissions standards with already 
available and cost-effective technologies. The EPA conducted an open process and the Final 
Determination was informed by the more than 100.000 public comments the agency received. 
EPA ·s technical conclusions were consistent with the conclusion of the 2015 study by the 
National Academies of Science that the 2025 standards could be achieved primarily with 
advanced gasoline technologies. 

Withdrawing the Final Determination and reopening the EPA's Midtenn Evaluation of these 
standards could weaken our energy security, harm consumers, and increase global \\"arming 
pollution. It would also create needless uncertainty for the auto industry and hinder the industry's 
ongoing progress. We therefore urge you to reject any requests to withdraw EPA's Final 
Detennination regarding the appropriateness of these fuel economy emissions standards. 

U.S. Senator 

~../tJ., ... ~ 
Richard Blumenthal 
U.S. Senator 

Charles E. Schumer 
U.S. Senator 

Sincerely, 

~_?of!_~ 
Brian Schatz 
U.S. Senator 

~~~ ... , .. 
Maria Cantwell 
U.S. Senator 

~.~ 
U.S. Senator 
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Administrator Pruitt 
Page 3 

Chris Van Hollen 
U.S. Senator 

Sheldon Whitehouse 
U.S. Senator 

12~~cAc< 
Bernard Sanders 
U.S. Senator 

~)j .... t 
Richard J. Durbin 
U.S. Senator 
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BMW Group 
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c. EPA Should Withdraw the Determination and Re'o1u~n the Rullernalkin.g Record to Maintain 
the One National EPA Promised 

I 
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Fri Mar0315:01:13 EST2017 
Pruitt.Scott@epamail.epa.gov 
Fw: Letter from NGOs about Mid-term Evaluation 
To: CMS. OEX@epamail.epa.gov 

For the Daily Reading File 

Forwarded by Brian Hope 

From: Jonna Hamilton <JHamilton@ucsusa.org> 
Sent: Friday, March 3, 2017 1:36PM 
To: Pruitt, Scott 
Subject: Letter from NGOs about Mid-term Evaluation 

Administrator Pruitt, 

Attached please find a letter from the heads of 8 Science, Energy, and Environment NGOs asking you not to roll back the Final Determination on 
light-duty vehicles. 

Thanks, 

Janna 

Janna Hamilton 

Senior Washington Representative 

Clean Vehicles Program 

Union of Concerned Scientists 

1825 K Street NW, Suite 800 

Washington, DC 20001 

202-331-5451 
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Administrator Scott Pruitt 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW 
Washington, DC 20460 

March 3, 2017 

RE: Final Determination on the Appropriateness of the Model Year 2022-2025 Light-Duty 
Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emissions Standards under the Midterm Evaluation 

Dear Administrator Pruitt, 

We write in strong support of the 2017 Final Determination on the Appropriateness ofModel 
Year 2022-2025 Light Duty Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emissions Standards. The decision to 
complete the Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) Midterm Evaluation process is 
supported by an extremely robust record, presented in the Technical Assessment Report that 
EPA and the National Highway Transportation Safety Administration (NHTSA) jointly released 
in July 2016 as well as additional responses and analyses accompanying the Proposed 
Determination four months later. At every step in the process, the technical analyses clearly 
demonstrated that these standards remain appropriate and leverage low-cost, available 
technologies that reduce greenhouse gas emissions, save fuel, enhance our nation's energy 
security, and save American consumers money at the pump. The Agency should therefore 
decline requests from industry trade groups to withdraw this Final Determination, which would 
unnecessarily re-open the EPA's Midterm Evaluation. 

This Final Determination, released January 13, 2017, came as a result of a thorough and open 
process of review and consultation over the course of years, drawing on independent technical 
analysis and multiple opportunities for public comment. EPA's analysts solicited input from a 
wide range of stakeholders, including automobile manufacturers and suppliers, and took 
seriously and responded to that input. The Technical Assessment Report (TAR) released last 
year, on which this Final Determination is largely based, relies on extensive technical and 
economic analysis by three government agencies of the most current data available, including 
teardown studies to estimate costs, extensive vehicle testing to assess the wide variety of 
technologies deployable to achieve the standards, and full-vehicle simulation to project forward 
even further advances. In addition, the agencies held extensive meetings with all of the auto 
manufacturers well before they started writing the TAR and continued to solicit input from them 
throughout the process, ensuring that the industry input to the final document was robust. The 
conclusion drawn from this data was clear: automakers can comply with the standards with 
available, cost-effective technology. Manufacturers are bringing new conventional technologies 
to the market on time and at a faster pace and lower cost than the Agency projected in the 2012 
rulemaking. In fact, EPA's analysis shows that automakers could actually surpass the 2025 
standards, but the Agency decided to forego strengthening the standards in favor of enhancing 
the certainty needed to promote industry investment. The Agency considered the full range of in
depth technical, scientific and socioeconomic analyses, including those provided by industry 
stakeholders. Critically, the Agency found no basis for weakening or reversing the standards, 
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instead finding a clear and compelling basis to make the determination that the current MY2022-
2025 standards remain appropriate. 

Withdrawing the Final Determination at this point would create new and unnecessary uncertainty 
to industry and consumers-and put at risk the very real benefits that Americans have gained 
from the Light Duty Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emissions Standards. These standards have driven 
innovation that has cut carbon pollution and fuel use from the average car, truck, and SUV, 
resulting in real savings for the average new car buyer the moment the vehicle leaves the lot. 
This innovation from suppliers and manufacturers has created thousands of new American jobs: 
the automotive industry has added nearly 700,000 good jobs since 2009. 1 In the years to come, 
the standards are slated to add thousands more jobs with investment in the technologies needed 
to meet these standards and compete in the global marketplace, and many more jobs indirectly as 
a result of consumers' expenditure of fuel savings. 2 The warnings of auto maker trade groups 
notwithstanding, these manufacturers are enjoying record sales while continuing to sell more and 
more efficient cars, trucks, and SUVs to their consumers. And importantly, these standards have 
resulted in nearly $35 billion in savings at the pump for Americans while continuing to reduce 
emissions-taken in total, the MY2012-2025 standards finalized and reaffirmed by the EPA 
stand to save consumers more than $1 trillion over the lifetimes of these vehicles while 
eliminating 5 billion tons of carbon pollution. 3 

The groups requesting withdrawal of the Final Determination continue to reference outdated and 
critically flawed studies. In their requests, the trade groups make several claims that are plainly 
at odds with the factual record and are inconsistent with the real-world track record of job 
creation, innovation, and consumer savings these standards have delivered. For example, there is 
no rational basis for the assertion that these standards could cost 1.1 million jobs, a number 
which rests upon false assumptions and economic models that are not internally consistent. In 
claiming that more advanced technologies would be required to meet the standards, the trade 
organizations single out one scenario of an industry analysis but ignore another from the same 
report which shows that, in fact, the standards can be met with conventional technologies. And to 
suggest that these standards adversely impact low-income individuals is not only at odds with the 
peer-reviewed literature but strains credulity, since these standards will reduce the fuel costs of 
those for whom gas prices are the greatest burden. There is an extensive and well-established 
body of evidence refuting these industry assertions, which EPA analyzed as part of its thorough 
review, and our organizations plan to communicate further evidence to the Agency underscoring 
the fallacies and shortcomings of the trade groups' claims. 

1 Bureau of Labor and Statistics. Current Employment Statistics (National): CES3133600101, CES4244110001, 
CES8081112001. 
2 BlueGreen Alliance and American Council for an Energy-Efficient Economy. 2012. Gearing Up: Smart 
Standards Create Good Jobs Building Cleaner Cars. h11JW~~Q[ga£~illll1ill1Ltl!2 
3 EPA, Final Rulemaking to Establish Light-Duty Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emission Standards and Corporate 
Average Fuel Economy Standards: Regulatory Impact Analysis (2010) (Tables 5-3, 6-18) 
EPA, Regulatory Impact Analysis: Final Rulemaking for 2017-2025 Light-Duty Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emission 
Standards and Corporate Average Fuel Economy Standards (2012) (Tables 10-32, 10-35) 
EPA, Proposed Determination on the Appropriateness of the Model Year 2022-2025 Light-Duty Vehicle 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Standards under the Midterm Evaluation (2016) (Tables IV.6, IV.13) 
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EPA is empowered to protect the health and welfare of Americans and to preserve the natural 
environment. The Agency would be derelict in its duty if, as administrator, you discarded clear 
scientific and technical evidence that supports reaffirming the Light Duty Vehicle Greenhouse 
Gas Standards. The record is clear: this policy reduces pollution, saves consumers money, spurs 
the development of cleaner technologies, and reduces the risks of climate change. Any decision 
that runs contrary to this extensive, well-documented record would be arbitrary and unlawful. 

Accordingly, we strongly urge you to leave undisturbed the Agency's science-based 
determination that these standards remain appropriate. We hope you will consider the robust 
body of data supporting the Final Determination, which will continue the Agency's record of 
progress on cutting emissions and protecting Americans. 

Sincerely, 

Kenneth Kimmell, President 
Union of Concerned Scientists 

-------. A j 

!;;ud~ 
Fred Krupp, President 
Environmental Defense Fund 

Michael Brune, Executive Director 
Sierra Club 

Steve Nadel, Executive Director 
American Council for an Energy-Efficient Economy 

CC: 
Secretary Elaine Chao, DOT 
Kevin Green, DOT 
Chris Grundler, EPA 
Bill Charmley, EPA 
Michael Olechiw, EPA 
James Tamm, NHTSA 
Rebecca Y oon, NHTSA 
Mary Nichols, CARB 
Alberto Ayala, CARB 
Annette Hebert, CARB 
Mike McCarthy, CARB 

Rhea Suh, President 
Natural Resources Defense Council 

Margie Alt, Executive Director 
Environment America 

( 
Dan Becker, Director 
Safe Climate Campaign 

League of Conservation Voters 
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Fri Mar 03 16:06:15 EST 2017 
Pruitt.Scott@epamail.epa.gov 
Fw: EPA letter 
To: CMS. OEX@epamail.epa.gov 

Forwarded by Brian Hope 

For the Daily Reading File 

From: Smith, Timothy <tsmith@bostontrust.com> 
Sent: Friday, March 3, 2017 4:04PM 
To: Pruitt, Scott 
Subject: FW: EPA letter 

Instructions or requests transmitted by email are not effective until they have been confirmed by Boston Trust. The information provided 
in this e-mail or any attachments is not an official transaction confirmation or account statement. For your protection, do not include 
account numbers, Social Security numbers, passwords or other non-public information in your e-mail. This message and any 
attachments may contain confidential or proprietary information. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify Boston Trust 
immediately by replying to this message and deleting it from your computer. Please do not review, copy or distribute this message. 
Boston Trust cannot accept responsibility for the security of this e-mail as it has been transmitted over a public network. Boston Trust & 
Investment Management Company Walden Asset Management BTIM, Inc. 
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cc: 
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Fri Mar 03 16:20:13 EST 2017 
Pruitt.Scott@epamail.epa.gov 
Fw: American Businesses Support EPA Final Determination on CAFE Standards 
To: CMS. OEX@epamail.epa.gov 

For the Daily Reading File 

From: Anne Kelly <kelly@ceres.org> 
Sent: Friday, March 3, 2017 4:13PM 
To: Pruitt, Scott 
Subject: American Businesses Support EPA Final Determination on CAFE Standards 

Dear Administrator Pruitt, 

Please see the attached letter from the Business for Innovative Climate and Energy Policy (BICEP) coalition in support of the EPA's 
Final Determination for 2022-2025 Model Year Light-Duty Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emission and Corporate Average Fuel Economy 
Standards. 

Thank you for your consideration of this request. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to reach out. 

Sincerely, 

Anne Kelly 

Anne L. Kelly 
Senior Program Director, Public Policy 

Director, Business for Innovative Climate & Energy Policy [BICEP] 
Ceres 
99 Chauncy Street, 6th Fl. 1 Boston, MA 02111 
T: 617-247-0700 x135 I 
C: 781-354-6708 
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BICEP Members: 

Annie's Inc 

Aspen Skiing 

Company 

A veda 

Auto desk 

Avon Products 

e 

Ben & Jerry's 

Burton Snowboards 

CA Technologies 

ClifBar 

Dignity Health 

eBay Inc. 

Eileen Fisher 

Fetzer Vineyards 

Gap Inc. 

General Mills 

IKEA 

JLL 
KB Home 

The Kellogg 

Company 

Levi Strauss & Co. 

LBrands 

L'Oreal 

Mars Incorporated 

Nestle 

New Belgium 

Brewing 

Nike 

The North Face 

Outdoor Industry 

Association 

Owens Corning 

Patagonia 

Portland Trail 

Blazers 

Seventh Generation 

Starbucks 

Stonyfield Farm 

Symantec 

Timberland 

Unilever 

VF Corporation 

Vulcan, Inc. 

March 3, 2017 

Administrator Scott Pruitt 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20460 

Re. 2022-2025 Model Year Light-Duty Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emission and 
Corporate Average Fuel Economy Standards; EPA-HQ-OAR-2015-0827 

Dear Administrator Pruitt, 

As major U.S. businesses representing over $400 billion in annual revenue, 
we are writing to voice our strong support for respecting EPA's Final 
Determination that the standards currently in place for MY2022-2025 are 
appropriate. We urge you to reject calls to withdraw the Final Determination, 
which is based on an updated analysis that draws on a comprehensive and 
robust technical record, and confirms the Technical Assessment Report's 
(TAR) findings that meeting the current standards for model years 2022-
2025 will be feasible and cost-effective, and that automakers are adopting 
fuel savings technologies at faster rates than anticipated. (Indeed, actual 
costs are lower than projected in the 2012 rule, and EPA determined that 
stronger standards would actually be feasible and cost effective). The Final 
Determination also establishes that the 2025 standards can be met with very 
low levels of strong hybridization and full electrification, all while preserving 
consumer choice and ensuring fuel cost savings in all sizes of vehicles. In 
addition, independent studies establish that the standards will benefit the 
auto industry, and drive job and economic growth. Independent analyses 
also find that the standards will create jobs and economic growth, and rebut 
opponents' claims that the standards will result in prohibitive vehicle prices. 

Given its size and connections to so many other sectors, the health of the 
auto industry has a significant impact on the broader economy. The current 
National Program represents a critical opportunity to strengthen our 
economy and create jobs- both by benefiting the auto industry and by 
ensuring fuel cost savings, which in turn will increase spending on non
energy goods and services. In addition, given the important role of strong 
standards in driving innovation, the standards will also help ensure the 
global competitiveness of the industry. Finally, given that transportation is 
now the largest source of GHG emissions in the U.S., strong clean car 
standards are imperative, both to meet our climate goals as well as our 
climate commitments under the Paris Agreement. 
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An commissioned by Ceres and produced by independent automotive 
industry analysts Alan Baum and Dan Luria finds that the current National Program will 
reduce risk for the Detroit Three and benefit suppliers. First, the study shows that the Detroit 
Three will remain profitable under the current standards even at a very low $1.80 per gallon 
fuel price. Second, current standards provide insurance for the Detroit Three automakers and 
their suppliers against future market share losses in the event of a fuel price spike. Third, 
regulatory certainty is valuable to automakers, and especially to the Tier One suppliers that 
are making the majority of fuel-saving technology investments in research, development and 
production capacity by ensuring returns on their investments. Fourth, the analysis found that 
the standards provide significant benefits to suppliers, which stand to gain about $90 billion 
in increased orders under the standards. Notably, Tier One auto suppliers make up a 
significantly larger portion of the economy than the automakers, and employ over half a 
million Americans -more than two and a halftimes as many people as the automakers 
employ. Finally, weakening the standards could make the U.S. the outlier among global 
regulatory regimes, and put the Detroit Three at a disadvantage by undermining their ability 
to achieve economies of scale through increased use of global platforms. Another study, 
,C!:!:~~--'="~~ commissioned by Ceres and authored by Management Information Services, 
found that the standards would create approximately 484,000 new jobs economy-wide, and 
that national gross economic output would be approximately $21.3 billion higher under the 
current standards. These study findings underscore the economic importance of the current 
standards to both automakers and suppliers, as well as to the broader economy. 

Careful examination of the arguments made by those seeking to weaken the standards reveals 
flawed arguments and unsupported assumptions. For example, Ceres commissioned Baum 
and Luria to assess the argument that standards are making new vehicles unaffordable for the 
average consumer; Baum and Luria found that that the standards play a minor role in price 
increases. In fact, their shows that the increased price of an average new car or truck 
is due to changes in consumer income distribution and preferences, as well as to automakers' 
own business strategies. Many expensive and profitable features have gone from optional to 
nearly universal on car companies' entire model line-up. Auto makers are adding these additional 
luxury features in order to target the average new car buyer, whose income is 175% that of 
the median U.S. household, and who wants and is able to pay for those features. Providing 
higher-priced vehicles with higher trim levels has contributed to record profits for 
automakers, and the increasing sales of more profitable and larger crossover vehicles has 
been the major driver of the increase in new vehicles' prices, rather than costs associated with 
fuel economy regulations. Similarly, Baum and Luria an claiming sales 
and job losses under the standards, and concluded that it was flawed and based on unfounded 
assumptions- for example, the industry study's outdated cost estimates are based on a 1991 
study and incorrectly assumes that automakers will pass on all their costs to consumers. In 
contrast, the Final Determination is based on rigorous updated analyses and the draft TAR, 
which was issued jointly by the National Highway Safety Administration (NHTSA), the 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the California Air Resources Board, and is based 
on years of comprehensive and robust analysis informed by a wide range of industry 
stakeholders, the 2015 National Academy of Science report, a wide range of technical experts, 
and a variety of other stakeholders. 
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As successful American businesses, we know the importance of recognizing and seizing 
opportunities. We support staying the course on the standards because they represent an 
important opportunity to strengthen our economy, save consumers and businesses money, 
enhance the competitiveness of the American auto industry, and mitigate climate risk 

Sincerely, 

Anne Kelly 
On behalf of Business for Innovative Climate and Energy Policy [BICEP] 
Director, BICEP 

cc: 

Secretary Elaine Chao 
U.S. Department of Transportation 
1200 New Jersey Ave, S.E. 
Washington, DC 20590 

Bill Charmley 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Fuel Emissions Laboratory /OAR 
2565 Plymouth Road 
Ann Arbor, MI 48105 

Christopher Grundler 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania, N.W. 
Mail Code 6401A 
Washington, D.C. 20460 

Michael Olechiw 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Fuel Emissions Laboratory /OAR 
2565 Plymouth Road 
Ann Arbor, MI 48105 

James Tamm 
Department of Transportation 
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. 
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Washington, DC 20590 

Rebecca Yoon 
Office of Chief Counsel 
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. 
Washington, DC 20590 

Mike McCarthy 
California Air Resources Board 
1001 "I" Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Annette Herbert 
California Air Resources Board 
1001 "I" Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
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Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
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To: Birgfeld, Erin[Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov]; Ng, Brian[Ng.Brian@epa.gov]; Senn, 
John[Senn.John@epa.gov]; Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
Cc: Simon, Kari[Simon.Karl@epa.gov]; Hengst, Benjamin[Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov]; Cook, 
Leila[cook.leila@epa.gov]; Millett, John[Millett.John@epa.gov] 
From: Orlin, David 
Sent: Fri 3/10/2017 8:03:57 PM 
Subject: RE: GHG Standards Q and A- due Monday 

-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
; 
; 
; 
; 
; 
; 
! 

Ex. 5 - Attorney Client 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

David Orlin 

U.S. EPA, Office of General Counsel 

(202) 564-1222 

From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Friday, March 10, 2017 2:34PM 
To: Orlin, David <Orlin.David@epa.gov>; Ng, Brian <Ng.Brian@epa.gov>; Senn, John 
<Senn.John@epa.gov>; Charmley, William <charmley.william@epa.gov> 
Cc: Simon, Karl <Simon.Karl@epa.gov>; Hengst, Benjamin <Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov>; 
Cook, Leila <cook.leila@epa.gov>; Millett, John <Millett.John@epa.gov> 
Subject: GHG Standards Q and A - due Monday 

Hi gang, 

Just so we are all on the same page, the press office asked OGC, OECA and OTAQ to weigh in 
on these Q and A's on the CAFE/GHG standards. Here is the initial draft for review. It still 
needs input from OTAQ technical staff, but though I'd share anyway. Nancy has asked that we 

provide input on Monday. 

I am happy to consolidate input on Monday. 

Thanks and have a great weekend. 
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Best, 

Erin 

From: Millett, John 
Sent: Friday, March 10,2017 10:16 AM 
To: Drinkard, Andrea <Qrinlsill:dl~l~~l@IDL.g~QY 
Cc: Grantham, Nancy 

Dunham, Sarah 

Subject: Re: Q's that need A's 

So we're all on the same page. Offices that should take first crack at the answers. --

1 --OGC 

2-- OECA 

3-- OAR 

4 --I'm not aware of the information necessary to respond to this. 

John Millett 

202.510.1822 

On Mar 10,2017, at 10:07 AM, Drinkard, Andrea wrote: 

I'm adding Ben and Erin. 
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From: Grantham, Nancy 
Sent: Friday, March 10, 2017 10:00 AM 
To: Kenny, Shannon 

Subject: Fwd: Q's that need A's 

Dravis, Samantha 
Drinkard, Andrea 

Ng, Brian 
Grantham, Nancy 

As part of our comms prep for cafe rollout next week - we need assistance with answers for 
these questions-- unfortunately on a fast turnaround - thx ng 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Milbourn, Cathy" 
Date: March 10,2017 at 9:45:56 AM EST 
To: "Grantham, Nancy" "Konkus, John" 

"Dewey, Amy" 

Subject: Q's that need A's 

Here are few questions. Nancy, are you sending this to OP or OAR? 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000373-00003 
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<CAFE Questions.docx> 
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To: Orlin, David[Orlin.David@epa.gov]; Ng, Brian[Ng.Brian@epa.gov]; Senn, 
John[Senn.John@epa.gov]; Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
Cc: Simon, Kari[Simon.Karl@epa.gov]; Hengst, Benjamin[Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov]; Cook, 
Leila[cook.leila@epa.gov]; Millett, John[Millett.John@epa.gov] 
From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Fri 3/10/2017 7:34:03 PM 
Subject: GHG Standards Q and A - due Monday 

Hi gang, 

Just so we are all on the same page, the press office asked OGC, OECA and OTAQ to weigh in 
on these Q and A's on the CAFE/GHG standards. Here is the initial draft for review. It still 
needs input from OTAQ technical staff, but though I'd share anyway. Nancy has asked that we 

provide input on Monday. 

I am happy to consolidate input on I\1onday. 

Thanks and have a great weekend. 

Best, 

Erin 

From: Millett, John 
Sent: Friday, March 10,2017 10:16 AM 
To: Drinkard, Andrea <Drinkard.Andrea@epa.gov> 
Cc: Grantham, Nancy <Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov>; Kenny, Shannon 
<Kenny.Shannon@epa.gov>; Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov>; Dunham, Sarah 
<Dunham.Sarah@epa.gov>; Ng, Brian <Ng.Brian@epa.gov>; Senn, John 
<Senn.John@epa.gov>; Hengst, Benjamin <Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov>; Birgfeld, Erin 
<Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov> 
Subject: Re: Q's that need A's 

So we're all on the same page. Offices that should take first crack at the answers. --

ED_ 001220 _ 0000037 5-00001 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006421 Production Set #1 

1 --OGC 

2-- OECA 

3-- OAR 

4 --I'm not aware of the information necessary to respond to this. 

John Millett 

202.510.1822 

On Mar 10,2017, at 10:07 AM, Drinkard, Andrea 

I'm adding Ben and Erin. 

From: Grantham, Nancy 
Sent: Friday, March 10, 2017 10:00 AM 
To: Kenny, Shannon 

Subject: Fwd: Q's that need A's 

wrote: 

Dravis, Samantha 
Drinkard, Andrea 

Ng, Brian 
Grantham, Nancy 

As part of our comms prep for cafe rollout next week - we need assistance with answers for 
these questions-- unfortunately on a fast turnaround - thx ng 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Milbourn, Cathy" 
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Date: March 10,2017 at 9:45:56 AM EST 
To: "Grantham, Nancy" "Konkus, John" 

"Dewey, Amy" 

Subject: Q's that need A's 

Here are few questions. Nancy, are you sending this to OP or OAR? 

<CAFE Questions.docx> 

ED_ 001220 _ 0000037 5-00003 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006421 Production Set #1 

To: Simon, Kari[Simon.Karl@epa.gov]; Grundler, Christopher[grundler.christopher@epa.gov]; 
Cook, Leila[cook.leila@epa.gov]; Hengst, Benjamin[Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov]; Bunker, 
Byron[bunker.byron@epa.gov] 
Cc: Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Fri 3/10/2017 5:09:17 PM 
Subject: RE: Q's that need A's 

Hi Karl, 

_ .... :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::=·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
i ! 
i ! 

i Ex. 5- Deliberative Process i 
! ~ 
t·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

Thanks, 

Erin 

From: Simon, Karl 
Sent: Friday, March 10, 2017 12:03 PM 
To: Birgfeld, Erin <Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov>; Grundler, Christopher 
<grundler.christopher@epa.gov>; Cook, Leila <cook.leila@epa.gov>; Hengst, Benjamin 
<Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov>; Bunker, Byron <bunker.byron@epa.gov> 
Cc: Charmley, William <charmley.william@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Q's that need A's 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 
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~---Ex-:---s---=---oelrberative---p-roce-s-s---1 
i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·l 

From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Friday, March 10, 2017 11:43 AM 
To: Grundler, Christopher 

Hengst, Benjamin 

Cc: Charmley, William 
Subject: RE: Q's that need A's 

Hi all, 

Cook, Leila 
Bunker, Byron 

Simon, Karl 

Here are suggested responses for Q's 3 and 4. LMK if there are edits. Copying Byron to 
confirm the response to the first Q is 100% accurate. 

-Erin 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 
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Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

From: Grundler, Christopher 
Sent: Friday, March 10, 2017 11:22 AM 
To: Cook, Leila Hengst, Benjamin <ti£1!Jlli,~!ll~ill!lll({l~h£:~2Y 
Cc: Charmley, William Simon, Karl :::~!I!Q~Jrrll{f{li~"-~IY 

Birgfeld, Erin <lirrgjtsili!J:J:!!:ili~21ll~· 
Subject: RE: Q's that need A's 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-Eic-.-·-·-s-·-·=-·-·rieiril-e·-r~l"tiVe-·-·p-r·oces-s·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---~ 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

Christopher Grundler, Director 

Office of Transportation and Air Quality 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

202.564.1682 (Washington, DC) 

734.214.4207 (Ann Arbor, MI) 
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From: Cook, Leila 
Sent: Friday, March 10, 2017 10:59 AM 
To: Hengst, Benjamin 
Cc: Grundler, Christopher Charmley, William 

Birgfeld, Erin 

Subject: Re: Q's that need A's 

~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 

i Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process ! ! ! 
t-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Mar 10, 2017, at 10:54 AM, Hengst, Benjamin wrote: 

Stay tuned-Millett is figuring out who will be answering what. But take a look. 

From: Drinkard, Andrea 
Sent: Friday, March 10, 2017 10:07 AM 
To: Grantham, Nancy 

Dunham, Sarah 
Subject: RE: Q's that need A's 

I'm adding Ben and Erin. 

From: Grantham, Nancy 
Sent: Friday, March 10, 2017 10:00 AM 
To: Kenny, Shannon 

Subject: Fwd: Q's that need A's 

Dravis, Samantha 

Millett, John 
Ng, Brian 

Drinkard, Andrea 
Ng, Brian 

Grantham, Nancy 
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As part of our comms prep for cafe rollout next week - we need assistance with answers for 
these questions-- unfortunately on a fast turnaround - thx ng 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Milbourn, Cathy" 
Date: March 10,2017 at 9:45:56 AM EST 
To: "Grantham, Nancy" "Konkus, John" 

"Dewey, Amy" 

Subject: Q's that need A's 

Here are few questions. Nancy, are you sending this to OP or OAR? 

<CAFE Questions.docx> 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000377-00005 
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To: Gru ndler, Ch ristopher[gru nd ler. christop her@epa .gov] 
Cc: Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; Cook, Leila[cook.leila@epa.gov]; Simon, 
Kari[Simon.Karl@epa.gov]; Birgfeld, Erin[Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov] 
From: Hengst, Benjamin 
Sent: Fri 3/10/2017 3:54:41 PM 
Subject: FW: Q's that need A's 

Stay tuned-Millett is figuring out who will be answering what. But take a look. 

From: Drinkard, Andrea 
Sent: Friday, March 10, 2017 10:07 AM 
To: Grantham, Nancy <Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov>; Kenny, Shannon 
<Kenny.Shannon@epa.gov>; Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov>; Millett, John 
<Millett.John@epa.gov>; Dunham, Sarah <Dunham.Sarah@epa.gov>; Ng, Brian 
<Ng.Brian@epa.gov>; Senn, John <Senn.John@epa.gov> 
Cc: Hengst, Benjamin <Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov>; Birgfeld, Erin <Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov>; 
Dunham, Sarah <Dunham.Sarah@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Q's that need A's 

I'm adding Ben and Erin. 

From: Grantham, Nancy 
Sent: Friday, March 10, 2017 10:00 AM 
To: Kenny, Shannon 

Subject: Fwd: Q's that need A's 

Dravis, Samantha 
Drinkard, Andrea 

Ng, Brian 

As part of our comms prep for cafe rollout next week - we need assistance with answers for these 
questions-- unfortunately on a fast turnaround - thx ng 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 
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From: "Milbourn, Cathy" 
Date: March 10,2017 at 9:45:56 AM EST 
To: "Grantham, Nancy" "Konkus, John" 

"Dewey, Amy" 

Subject: Q's that need A's 

Here are few questions. Nancy, are you sending this to OP or OAR? 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Grundler, Christopher[grundler.christopher@epa.gov] 
Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
Simon, Karl 
Fri 3/10/2017 1 :07:36 AM 
Re: Detroit News OPED and Stories 

Thanks. Nice to see Robbie reflecting some of our thoughts. 

Driving Innovation in Clean Transportation 

On Mar 9, 2017, at 5:29PM, Grundler, Christopher 

Christopher Grundler, Director 

Office of Transportation and Air Quality 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

202.564.1682 (Washington, DC) 

734.214.4207 (Ann Arbor, MI) 

From: Robbie Diamond Lm~illillliliJtlQ!@~~~~~LQ[gj 
Sent: Thursday, March 09, 2017 3:45PM 
To: Grundler, Christopher 
Subject: Detroit News OPED and Stories 

Chris, 

I hope you are ok. I am sure it is busy. I look forward to getting together soon. 
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Below are two of the stories I was quoted in, and we expect more based on interviews with 
me and some ESLC members. Prior to the stories is the OpEd out ESLC members authored 
about not fighting every war and losing the common battle. 

I believe we are coming in to see the new Administrator on March 28. 

Regards, 

Robbie 

<image004 .jpg> 

Column: Make energy security top goal 

James T. Conway and David D. McKiernan 

March 7, 2017 

President Trump's America first energy plan gets it right by identifying oil as a strategic 
commodity, and placing our energy security front and center. This administration 
understands the acute and continued national security threat posed by our oil dependence 
and the OPEC cartel that distorts global oil prices; we urge them to leverage this awareness 
to modernize and improve fuel economy standards. 

We support Trump's stance to increase domestic oil production, which has already halved 
our imports of foreign oil over the past decade. But regardless of how much we drill at 
home, the price for oil is set globally, meaning that reducing oil imports won't counter our 
primary energy security vulnerability: The fact that oil accounts for 92 percent of U.S. 
transportation energy, is highly volatile in price and is predominately supplied from nations 
that don't share U.S. values or strategic interests. 
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Fuel economy standards - federal rules requiring more efficient vehicles which were 
originally developed in 1970s following the OPEC oil embargo- have served the country 
well. Following reforms over the past decade, current rules set a goal of overall efficiency 
improvements of 4 percent per year through 2025. These rules are well-intentioned, but rely 
on outdated structures that regulate individual vehicles rather than addressing technological 
opportunities to improve the transportation system as a whole. 

Our experience in this debate suggests that the various sides of the fuel economy issue are 
far closer than many believe. However, the primary stakeholders must work together. The 
Environmental Protection Agency and National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
should harmonize their rulemaking and the administration should resist calls to scrap the 
standards. California should re-commit to one national program to avoid the real risk of a 
backlash that leads to reconsideration of the state's special rule-making authority. 

To reach a workable consensus, we suggest the following principles. First, we should 
continue the commitment to one national program on fuel economy and avoid competing 
regulations at the state and federal level. 

Second, if necessary, the government should offer the industry some relief between 2022 
and 2025 to account for the impact low gasoline prices have on vehicle purchasing 
decisions. 

Third, the standards should account for autonomous vehicles and new ridesharing business 
models. Driverless and driver-assist features can also have a measurable impact on a car's 
efficiency, but current rules don't account for technologies that are already on the road. 

Fourth, given the rapid pace of change, the new framework should incorporate five-year 
reviews to assess progress and ensure that regulations still reflect economic and behavioral 
realities. 

These steps will provide additional certainty to the benefit of all stakeholders -offering 
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automakers greater flexibility to achieve the standards, while reducing oil demand at a 
faster pace due to new technology and providing greater consumer choice. 

We have the opportunity to counter OPEC's manipulation by implementing a strategy that 
protects the nation, creates jobs, protects human health, and keeps America on the forefront 
of new technology. 

Retired General James T. Conway served as the 34th commandant of the U.S. Marine Corps 
and the co-chair of the SAFE Energy Security Leadership Council. Retired General David 
D. McKiernan was the commander, U.S. Forces Afghanistan and the International Security 
Assistance Force in Afghanistan. 
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Enviros, lawmakers try to head off regulatory rollbacks 

Camille von Kaenel 

March 7, 2017 

Environmental groups, lawmakers and national security advocates are trying to pre-empt 
any administration move to soften fuel economy standards by warning that such action 
would be caught up in lengthy litigation and create uncertainty for automakers. 

As early as this week, U.S. EPA and the Transportation Department will begin 
reconsidering whether to loosen vehicle emissions standards by restarting a review that the 
Obama administration finalized in its final days. 
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The Trump administration is also considering revoking California's waiver to set its own, 
stronger vehicle emission rules, according to several media reports. 

California, plus 12 states that have followed its lead, are ready to engage in a lengthy court 
battle to protect the status quo, environmental advocates warned. 

There is no precedent or clause in the Clean Air Act for revoking a waiver that has already 
been granted. California leaders, including state Senate President Pro Tern Kevin de Leon 
(D), have vowed a fierce fight. 

"California and other states would have a very strong legal counterattack, which also 
illustrates why this whole change in course is so counterproductive," said Ken Kimmell, 
president of the Union of Concerned Scientists. 

"All it's going to do is tie everything up in litigation and put automakers in a worse place, 
which is having uncertainty on whether they need to meet these 2025 standards," he said. 

'Swerving off a cliff 

It's unlikely that restarting the so-called midterm review- which would open the 
possibility for EPA to loosen existing 2025 targets for vehicle emissions- could itself be 
subject to legal challenge. 

Still, the Obama administration's decision to close the review in an attempt to lock in 2025 
rules turned the process into a lightning rod. 

Twelve Democratic senators warned EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt in a letter today that 
reopening the review would "weaken our energy security, harm consumers, and increase 
global warming pollution." 
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They also said the move would "create needless uncertainty for the auto industry and hinder 
the industry's ongoing process." 

Sen. Ed Markey (D-Mass.), who co-authored the 2007legislation to increase fuel economy, 
told reporters during a conference call that "Auto companies want the standards to ease, but 
by jumping in a speeding car with the Trump administration, they're putting themselves in 
danger of swerving off a cliff." 

Neither automakers nor the administration have signaled what outcome they want from the 
review, other than putting it back on schedule for completion by April2018. 

Car companies have long wanted to eliminate slight differences between the standards put 
forward by EPA, the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration and the California 
Air Resources Board to avoid any uncertainty. 

Environmental advocates decried any possibility that the targets would ultimately be 
loosened, which would require a new rule. Greens said they would expect opposition to 
extend beyond the normal rulemaking process. 

"If the Trump administration does want to weaken the standards, you can count on the fact 
that states would want to keep them and would join in a lawsuit to maintain them," said 
Kimmell. 

The administration would have to put forward significant new data to back a conclusion 
different from the one by the Obama administration to overcome legal challenges, he said. 

'Snapback'? 

EPA, in a massive technical report last summer, found that automakers could continue to 
meet and exceed the standards with available and impending technologies at little extra 
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cost, echoing a similar finding by the National Academies of Sciences, Engineering and 
Medicine. 

Automakers say those findings do not take changing consumer preferences for big trucks 
over small, fuel-efficient cars enough into account. 

Dan Becker, director of the Safe Climate Campaign, also warned about the possibility of a 
"snapback" to tighter rules after the Trump administration. 

Securing America's Future Energy CEO Robbie Diamond, who advocates for fuel economy 
standards as a way of boosting national security and reducing dependence on foreign oil, 
warned that "just fighting court cases" might get in the way of reducing greenhouse gas 
em1sswns. 

"California and the government should be fighting [OPEC] together," he said. "If we fight 
each one of these battles - who should regulate, and why should they regulate, or how 
many years should it be- each of these battles takes time, and we will ultimately lose the 
war." 

Diamond said he has advised administration officials to use the new review to look at 
regulating transportation as a whole rather than just on a vehicle-by-vehicle basis. 

The goal would be to better take into account the environmental and fuel-use benefits of 
autonomous vehicles and ride-sharing networks. The plan includes some relief for 
au tom akers and early planning for rules beyond 2025. 

"Going back to the normal schedule is not the end of the world, but it can be used as an 
opportunity to bring new technologies to the table to be folded into the standards," said 
Diamond. 
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Easing US fuel economy rules seen barely touching gasoline demand 

Meghan Gordon and Brian Scheid 

March 7, 2017 

The Trump administration's expected decision to reopen US fuel economy standards for 
2022-25 will likely have only a muted impact on gasoline demand, with low prices and 
consumers' vehicle preferences playing bigger roles. 

As early as Tuesday, the Trump administration is expected to reopen a mid-term review of 
corporate average fuel economy standards for light-duty vehicles proposed by the Obama 
administration in 2009 and accelerated in 2011. 

EPA made a final determination a week before President Donald Trump's inauguration that 
US automakers are meeting the targets quicker and at lower costs than expected, leaving the 
industry more than able to meet the 2025 goal of 54.5 mpg. 

Kevin Book, a managing director of Clear View Energy Partners, said freezing fuel 
economy standards at 2021 levels could increase US gasoline consumption by as much as 
230,000 b/d. "We reiterate, however, that this seems likely to result only in shallower 
gasoline demand declines during the out years, and not a sign change (i.e., an absolute 
gasoline demand increase) for the better part of a next decade," Book said in a note to 
clients Tuesday. 

Bob McNally, energy consultant and president of The Rapidan Group, said easing the 
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CAFE standards would have more of a symbolic impact, given that the Obama-era rule was 
a "bedrock policy assumption underlying optimistic consensus expectations of fast 
efficiency gains or 'peak demand."' 

"Their formal easing would probably not have a big barrels-per-day impact, but would have 
a large symbolic impact on these consensus expectations," he said Monday. 

Fatih Birol, executive director of the International Energy Agency, also indicated that any 
changes to fuel economy standards for lighter vehicles would have relatively little impact 
on global oil demand. "The growth in global oil demand comes from trucks, jets and 
petrochemicals where it is difficult to find alternatives to oil right now," Birol said Monday 
during a press conference at CERA Week in Houston. 

He said one-third of oil demand growth comes from Asian trucks, alone. 

PREMIUM GASOLINE 

Sandy Fielden, director of oil and products research at Morningstar Commodities and 
Energy, said he will be watching for two things to gauge US gasoline demand in relation to 
the CAFE standards -- whether consumers buy more SUV s, assuming prices stay 
reasonable, and whether changes to the rule 

give automakers less of an incentive to produce higher-efficiency engines that 

require turbo chargers. 

"Such devices require the use of higher octane gasoline to prevent 'early' ignition due to 
compression," Fielden said by email Monday. "So the current trend is for more cars 
requiring premium gas. That may be reversed if manufacturers don't need to improve 
efficiency." 

California will be another major factor. The state has a waiver allowing it to set stricter 
tailpipe emission 

standards than the national limit, but automakers have campaigned against it, arguing they 
cannot meet two different standards. 
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In 2007, the Bush administration denied the California waiver. The state then sued the 
Environmental Protection Agency, and the Obama administration ultimately reconsidered 
the waiver and approved it. 

Some observers expect the Trump administration to revoke the waiver in response to 
pressure from automakers. 

"I believe it is a credible threat and the ability of the federal government, but it should not 
be used at this time," said Robbie Diamond, president and CEO of Securing America's 
Future Energy, which focuses on reducing US oil import dependence as a means to 
improving national security. 

NEW TECHNOLOGIES 

Despite his concern about the California waiver, Diamond sees Trump's expected action on 
the CAFE standards as an opportunity to inject new technologies into the rules that were not 
present in 2009, including internet-connected vehicles, self-driving vehicles and new 
business models like ride-sharing. 

He said a new review could provide some relief to automakers, add flexibility for these 
technologies and possibly extend the rules out to 2035. 

"We actually believe the parties are not so far apart," he said. "It will just take getting past 
the rhetoric and anger between them." 

Diamond said ultimately oil prices and consumer choice will determine fuel demand more 
than the CAFE standards. 

"If the consumers don't buy the vehicles, they won't hit the number," he said. "Even in the 
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last year as oil prices have been low, the fuel efficiency number for fleet-wide average has 
not been growing at same rate. We have a much greater share of trucks being bought than 
EPA and [the National Highway 

Traffic Safety Administration] anticipated." 

The 2025 standards would create a fleet-wide average fuel economy of 51.4 mpg if all 
reductions were achieved through fuel economy improvements, based on the Energy 
Information Administration's Annual Energy Outlook 2016 reference case data on fuel 
prices, vehicle sales and a 53% car/47% light 

truck mix, EPA said in January. 

The agency accelerated the review to conclude during the Obama administration. An earlier 
time line estimated the proposal would be released in late 2017 and a final determination 
made in April2018. 

An EPA spokeswoman declined to comment Tuesday. 
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Column: Make energy security top goal 

James T. Conway and David D. McKiernan 

March 7, 2017 

President Trump's America first energy plan gets it right by identifying oil as a strategic 
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commodity, and placing our energy security front and center. This administration 
understands the acute and continued national security threat posed by our oil dependence 
and the OPEC cartel that distorts global oil prices; we urge them to leverage this awareness 
to modernize and improve fuel economy standards. 

We support Trump's stance to increase domestic oil production, which has already halved 
our imports of foreign oil over the past decade. But regardless of how much we drill at 
home, the price for oil is set globally, meaning that reducing oil imports won't counter our 
primary energy security vulnerability: The fact that oil accounts for 92 percent of U.S. 
transportation energy, is highly volatile in price and is predominately supplied from nations 
that don't share U.S. values or strategic interests. 

Fuel economy standards - federal rules requiring more efficient vehicles which were 
originally developed in 1970s following the OPEC oil embargo- have served the country 
well. Following reforms over the past decade, current rules set a goal of overall efficiency 
improvements of 4 percent per year through 2025. These rules are well-intentioned, but rely 
on outdated structures that regulate individual vehicles rather than addressing technological 
opportunities to improve the transportation system as a whole. 

Our experience in this debate suggests that the various sides of the fuel economy issue are 
far closer than many believe. However, the primary stakeholders must work together. The 
Environmental Protection Agency and National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
should harmonize their rulemaking and the administration should resist calls to scrap the 
standards. California should re-commit to one national program to avoid the real risk of a 
backlash that leads to reconsideration of the state's special rule-making authority. 

To reach a workable consensus, we suggest the following principles. First, we should 
continue the commitment to one national program on fuel economy and avoid competing 
regulations at the state and federal level. 

Second, if necessary, the government should offer the industry some relief between 2022 
and 2025 to account for the impact low gasoline prices have on vehicle purchasing 
decisions. 
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Third, the standards should account for autonomous vehicles and new ridesharing business 
models. Driverless and driver-assist features can also have a measurable impact on a car's 
efficiency, but current rules don't account for technologies that are already on the road. 

Fourth, given the rapid pace of change, the new framework should incorporate five-year 
reviews to assess progress and ensure that regulations still reflect economic and behavioral 
realities. 

These steps will provide additional certainty to the benefit of all stakeholders -offering 
automakers greater flexibility to achieve the standards, while reducing oil demand at a 
faster pace due to new technology and providing greater consumer choice. 

We have the opportunity to counter OPEC's manipulation by implementing a strategy that 
protects the nation, creates jobs, protects human health, and keeps America on the forefront 
of new technology. 

Retired General James T. Conway served as the 34th commandant of the U.S. Marine Corps 
and the co-chair of the SAFE Energy Security Leadership Council. Retired General David 
D. McKiernan was the commander, U.S. Forces Afghanistan and the International Security 
Assistance Force in Afghanistan. 
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To: 
From: 

Simon, Kari[Simon.Karl@epa.gov]; Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
Grundler, Christopher 

Sent: Thur 3/9/2017 10:29:42 PM 
Subject: FW: Detroit News OPED and Stories 

Christopher Grundler, Director 

Office of Transportation and Air Quality 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

202.564.1682 (Washington, DC) 

734.214.4207 (Ann Arbor, MI) 

From: Robbie Diamond [mailto:RDiamond@secureenergy.org] 
Sent: Thursday, March 09, 2017 3:45PM 
To: Grundler, Christopher <grundler.christopher@epa.gov> 
Subject: Detroit News OPED and Stories 

Chris, 

I hope you are ok. I am sure it is busy. I look forward to getting together soon. 

Below are two of the stories I was quoted in, and we expect more based on interviews with me 
and some ESLC members. Prior to the stories is the OpEd out ESLC members authored about 
not fighting every war and losing the common battle. 
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I believe we are coming in to see the new Administrator on March 28. 

Regards, 

Robbie 

Column: Make energy security top goal 

James T. Conway and David D. McKiernan 

March 7, 2017 

President Trump's America first energy plan gets it right by identifying oil as a strategic 
commodity, and placing our energy security front and center. This administration understands 
the acute and continued national security threat posed by our oil dependence and the OPEC 
cartel that distorts global oil prices; we urge them to leverage this awareness to modernize and 
improve fuel economy standards. 

We support Trump's stance to increase domestic oil production, which has already halved our 
imports of foreign oil over the past decade. But regardless of how much we drill at home, the 
price for oil is set globally, meaning that reducing oil imports won't counter our primary energy 
security vulnerability: The fact that oil accounts for 92 percent of U.S. transportation energy, is 
highly volatile in price and is predominately supplied from nations that don't share U.S. values 
or strategic interests. 

Fuel economy standards - federal rules requiring more efficient vehicles which were originally 
developed in 1970s following the OPEC oil embargo- have served the country well. Following 
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reforms over the past decade, current rules set a goal of overall efficiency improvements of 4 
percent per year through 2025. These rules are well-intentioned, but rely on outdated structures 
that regulate individual vehicles rather than addressing technological opportunities to improve 
the transportation system as a whole. 

Our experience in this debate suggests that the various sides of the fuel economy issue are far 
closer than many believe. However, the primary stakeholders must work together. The 
Environmental Protection Agency and National Highway Traffic Safety Administration should 
harmonize their rulemaking and the administration should resist calls to scrap the standards. 
California should re-commit to one national program to avoid the real risk of a backlash that 
leads to reconsideration of the state's special rule-making authority. 

To reach a workable consensus, we suggest the following principles. First, we should continue 
the commitment to one national program on fuel economy and avoid competing regulations at 
the state and federal level. 

Second, if necessary, the government should offer the industry some relief between 2022 and 
2025 to account for the impact low gasoline prices have on vehicle purchasing decisions. 

Third, the standards should account for autonomous vehicles and new ridesharing business 
models. Driverless and driver-assist features can also have a measurable impact on a car's 
efficiency, but current rules don't account for technologies that are already on the road. 

Fourth, given the rapid pace of change, the new framework should incorporate five-year reviews 
to assess progress and ensure that regulations still reflect economic and behavioral realities. 

These steps will provide additional certainty to the benefit of all stakeholders -offering 
automakers greater flexibility to achieve the standards, while reducing oil demand at a faster 
pace due to new technology and providing greater consumer choice. 

We have the opportunity to counter OPEC's manipulation by implementing a strategy that 
protects the nation, creates jobs, protects human health, and keeps America on the forefront of 
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new technology. 

Retired General James T. Conway served as the 34th commandant of the U.S. Marine Corps and 
the co-chair of the SAFE Energy Security Leadership Council. Retired General David D. 
McKiernan was the commander, U.S. Forces Afghanistan and the International Security 
Assistance Force in Afghanistan. 

Enviros, lawmakers try to head off regulatory rollbacks 

Camille von Kaenel 

March 7, 2017 

Environmental groups, lawmakers and national security advocates are trying to pre-empt any 
administration move to soften fuel economy standards by warning that such action would be 
caught up in lengthy litigation and create uncertainty for automakers. 

As early as this week, U.S. EPA and the Transportation Department will begin reconsidering 
whether to loosen vehicle emissions standards by restarting a review that the Obama 
administration finalized in its final days. 

The Trump administration is also considering revoking California's waiver to set its own, 
stronger vehicle emission rules, according to several media reports. 
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California, plus 12 states that have followed its lead, are ready to engage in a lengthy court battle 
to protect the status quo, environmental advocates warned. 

There is no precedent or clause in the Clean Air Act for revoking a waiver that has already been 
granted. California leaders, including state Senate President Pro Tern Kevin de Leon (D), have 
vowed a fierce fight. 

"California and other states would have a very strong legal counterattack, which also illustrates 
why this whole change in course is so counterproductive," said Ken Kimmell, president of the 
Union of Concerned Scientists. 

"All it's going to do is tie everything up in litigation and put automakers in a worse place, which 
is having uncertainty on whether they need to meet these 2025 standards," he said. 

'Swerving off a cliff 

It's unlikely that restarting the so-called midterm review- which would open the possibility for 
EPA to loosen existing 2025 targets for vehicle emissions- could itself be subject to legal 
challenge. 

Still, the Obama administration's decision to close the review in an attempt to lock in 2025 rules 
turned the process into a lightning rod. 

Twelve Democratic senators warned EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt in a letter today that 
reopening the review would "weaken our energy security, harm consumers, and increase global 
warming pollution." 

They also said the move would "create needless uncertainty for the auto industry and hinder the 
industry's ongoing process." 
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Sen. Ed Markey (D-Mass.), who co-authored the 2007legislation to increase fuel economy, told 
reporters during a conference call that "Auto companies want the standards to ease, but by 
jumping in a speeding car with the Trump administration, they're putting themselves in danger of 
swerving off a cliff." 

Neither automakers nor the administration have signaled what outcome they want from the 
review, other than putting it back on schedule for completion by April2018. 

Car companies have long wanted to eliminate slight differences between the standards put 
forward by EPA, the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration and the California Air 
Resources Board to avoid any uncertainty. 

Environmental advocates decried any possibility that the targets would ultimately be loosened, 
which would require a new rule. Greens said they would expect opposition to extend beyond the 
normal rulemaking process. 

"If the Trump administration does want to weaken the standards, you can count on the fact that 
states would want to keep them and would join in a lawsuit to maintain them," said Kimmell. 

The administration would have to put forward significant new data to back a conclusion different 
from the one by the Obama administration to overcome legal challenges, he said. 

'Snapback'? 

EPA, in a massive technical report last summer, found that automakers could continue to meet 
and exceed the standards with available and impending technologies at little extra cost, echoing a 
similar finding by the National Academies of Sciences, Engineering and Medicine. 

Automakers say those findings do not take changing consumer preferences for big trucks over 
small, fuel-efficient cars enough into account. 
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Dan Becker, director of the Safe Climate Campaign, also warned about the possibility of a 
"snapback" to tighter rules after the Trump administration. 

Securing America's Future Energy CEO Robbie Diamond, who advocates for fuel economy 
standards as a way of boosting national security and reducing dependence on foreign oil, warned 
that "just fighting court cases" might get in the way of reducing greenhouse gas emissions. 

"California and the government should be fighting [OPEC] together," he said. "If we fight each 
one of these battles -who should regulate, and why should they regulate, or how many years 
should it be- each of these battles takes time, and we will ultimately lose the war." 

Diamond said he has advised administration officials to use the new review to look at regulating 
transportation as a whole rather than just on a vehicle-by-vehicle basis. 

The goal would be to better take into account the environmental and fuel-use benefits of 
autonomous vehicles and ride-sharing networks. The plan includes some relief for automakers 
and early planning for rules beyond 2025. 

"Going back to the normal schedule is not the end of the world, but it can be used as an 
opportunity to bring new technologies to the table to be folded into the standards," said 
Diamond. 
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Easing US fuel economy rules seen barely touching gasoline demand 

Meghan Gordon and Brian Scheid 

March 7, 2017 

The Trump administration's expected decision to reopen US fuel economy standards for 2022-25 
will likely have only a muted impact on gasoline demand, with low prices and consumers' 
vehicle preferences playing bigger roles. 

As early as Tuesday, the Trump administration is expected to reopen a mid-term review of 
corporate average fuel economy standards for light-duty vehicles proposed by the Obama 
administration in 2009 and accelerated in 2011. 

EPA made a final determination a week before President Donald Trump's inauguration that US 
automakers are meeting the targets quicker and at lower costs than expected, leaving the industry 
more than able to meet the 2025 goal of 54.5 mpg. 

Kevin Book, a managing director of Clear View Energy Partners, said freezing fuel economy 
standards at 2021 levels could increase US gasoline consumption by as much as 230,000 b/d. 
"We reiterate, however, that this seems likely to result only in shallower gasoline demand 
declines during the out years, and not a sign change (i.e., an absolute gasoline demand increase) 
for the better part of a next decade," Book said in a note to clients Tuesday. 

Bob McNally, energy consultant and president of The Rapidan Group, said easing the CAFE 
standards would have more of a symbolic impact, given that the Obama-era rule was a "bedrock 
policy assumption underlying optimistic consensus expectations of fast efficiency gains or 'peak 
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demand.'" 

"Their formal easing would probably not have a big barrels-per-day impact, but would have a 
large symbolic impact on these consensus expectations," he said Monday. 

Fatih Birol, executive director of the International Energy Agency, also indicated that any 
changes to fuel economy standards for lighter vehicles would have relatively little impact on 
global oil demand. "The growth in global oil demand comes from trucks, jets and petrochemicals 
where it is difficult to find alternatives to oil right now," Birol said Monday during a press 
conference at CERA Week in Houston. 

He said one-third of oil demand growth comes from Asian trucks, alone. 

PREMIUM GASOLINE 

Sandy Fielden, director of oil and products research at Morningstar Commodities and Energy, 
said he will be watching for two things to gauge US gasoline demand in relation to the CAFE 
standards-- whether consumers buy more SUVs, assuming prices stay reasonable, and whether 
changes to the rule 

give automakers less of an incentive to produce higher-efficiency engines that 

require turbo chargers. 

"Such devices require the use of higher octane gasoline to prevent 'early' ignition due to 
compression," Fielden said by email Monday. "So the current trend is for more cars requiring 
premium gas. That may be reversed if manufacturers don't need to improve efficiency." 

California will be another major factor. The state has a waiver allowing it to set stricter tailpipe 
em1ss10n 

standards than the national limit, but automakers have campaigned against it, arguing they 
cannot meet two different standards. 
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In 2007, the Bush administration denied the California waiver. The state then sued the 
Environmental Protection Agency, and the Obama administration ultimately reconsidered the 
waiver and approved it. 

Some observers expect the Trump administration to revoke the waiver in response to pressure 
from automakers. 

"I believe it is a credible threat and the ability of the federal government, but it should not be 
used at this time," said Robbie Diamond, president and CEO of Securing America's Future 
Energy, which focuses on reducing US oil import dependence as a means to improving national 
security. 

NEW TECHNOLOGIES 

Despite his concern about the California waiver, Diamond sees Trump's expected action on the 
CAFE standards as an opportunity to inject new technologies into the rules that were not present 
in 2009, including internet-connected vehicles, self-driving vehicles and new business models 
like ride-sharing. 

He said a new review could provide some relief to automakers, add flexibility for these 
technologies and possibly extend the rules out to 2035. 

"We actually believe the parties are not so far apart," he said. "It will just take getting past the 
rhetoric and anger between them." 

Diamond said ultimately oil prices and consumer choice will determine fuel demand more than 
the CAFE standards. 

"If the consumers don't buy the vehicles, they won't hit the number," he said. "Even in the last 
year as oil prices have been low, the fuel efficiency number for fleet-wide average has not been 
growing at same rate. We have a much greater share of trucks being bought than EPA and [the 
National Highway 
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Traffic Safety Administration] anticipated." 

The 2025 standards would create a fleet-wide average fuel economy of 51.4 mpg if all reductions 
were achieved through fuel economy improvements, based on the Energy Information 
Administration's Annual Energy Outlook 2016 reference case data on fuel prices, vehicle sales 
and a 53% car/47% light 

truck mix, EPA said in January. 

The agency accelerated the review to conclude during the Obama administration. An earlier 
time line estimated the proposal would be released in late 2017 and a final determination made in 
April2018. 

An EPA spokeswoman declined to comment Tuesday. 

Column: Make energy security top goal 

James T. Conway and David D. McKiernan 

March 7, 2017 

President Trump's America first energy plan gets it right by identifying oil as a strategic 
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commodity, and placing our energy security front and center. This administration understands 
the acute and continued national security threat posed by our oil dependence and the OPEC 
cartel that distorts global oil prices; we urge them to leverage this awareness to modernize and 
improve fuel economy standards. 

We support Trump's stance to increase domestic oil production, which has already halved our 
imports of foreign oil over the past decade. But regardless of how much we drill at home, the 
price for oil is set globally, meaning that reducing oil imports won't counter our primary energy 
security vulnerability: The fact that oil accounts for 92 percent of U.S. transportation energy, is 
highly volatile in price and is predominately supplied from nations that don't share U.S. values 
or strategic interests. 

Fuel economy standards - federal rules requiring more efficient vehicles which were originally 
developed in 1970s following the OPEC oil embargo- have served the country well. Following 
reforms over the past decade, current rules set a goal of overall efficiency improvements of 4 
percent per year through 2025. These rules are well-intentioned, but rely on outdated structures 
that regulate individual vehicles rather than addressing technological opportunities to improve 
the transportation system as a whole. 

Our experience in this debate suggests that the various sides of the fuel economy issue are far 
closer than many believe. However, the primary stakeholders must work together. The 
Environmental Protection Agency and National Highway Traffic Safety Administration should 
harmonize their rulemaking and the administration should resist calls to scrap the standards. 
California should re-commit to one national program to avoid the real risk of a backlash that 
leads to reconsideration of the state's special rule-making authority. 

To reach a workable consensus, we suggest the following principles. First, we should continue 
the commitment to one national program on fuel economy and avoid competing regulations at 
the state and federal level. 

Second, if necessary, the government should offer the industry some relief between 2022 and 
2025 to account for the impact low gasoline prices have on vehicle purchasing decisions. 

Third, the standards should account for autonomous vehicles and new ridesharing business 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000389-00012 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006421 Production Set #1 

models. Driverless and driver-assist features can also have a measurable impact on a car's 
efficiency, but current rules don't account for technologies that are already on the road. 

Fourth, given the rapid pace of change, the new framework should incorporate five-year reviews 
to assess progress and ensure that regulations still reflect economic and behavioral realities. 

These steps will provide additional certainty to the benefit of all stakeholders -offering 
automakers greater flexibility to achieve the standards, while reducing oil demand at a faster 
pace due to new technology and providing greater consumer choice. 

We have the opportunity to counter OPEC's manipulation by implementing a strategy that 
protects the nation, creates jobs, protects human health, and keeps America on the forefront of 
new technology. 

Retired General James T. Conway served as the 34th commandant of the U.S. Marine Corps and 
the co-chair of the SAFE Energy Security Leadership Council. Retired General David D. 
McKiernan was the commander, U.S. Forces Afghanistan and the International Security 
Assistance Force in Afghanistan. 
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To: Grundler, Christopher[grundler.christopher@epa.gov]; Charmley, 
William[ charmley .william@epa .gov] 
From: Simon, Karl 
Sent: Thur 3/9/2017 6:31:38 PM 
Subject: RE: CNBC: Trump's EPA chief says he's addressing a rule that automakers oppose 'very 
soon' 

May be we should send Ryan Jackson a copy of the trends report 

From: Grundler, Christopher 
Sent: Thursday, March 09, 2017 1: 13 PM 
To: Simon, Karl <Simon.Karl@epa.gov>; Charmley, William <charmley.william@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: CNBC: Trump's EPA chief says he's addressing a rule that automakers oppose 
'very soon' 

This inaccurate statement is very troubling: 

Christopher Grund1er, Director 

Office of Transportation and Air Quality 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

202.564.1682 (Washington, DC) 

734.214.4207 (Ann Arbor, MI) 
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From: Simon, Karl 
Sent: Thursday, March 09, 2017 1:06PM 
To: Grundler, Christopher Charmley, William 

Subject: FW: CNBC: Trump's EPA chief says he's addressing a rule that automakers oppose 
'very soon' 

Hearing that signature could be today or tomorrow 

From: Moran, Robin 
Sent: Thursday, March 09,2017 10:48 AM 
To: Midterm Review <'~1'1J'''~rl_tst~·rn''l~J~~QYvi@J~_1l£1QY::: Charmley, William 

Snapp, Lisa 

Subject: CNBC: Trump's EPA chief says he's addressing a rule that automakers oppose 'very 
soon' 
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Robin Moran 

Senior Policy Advisor 

U.S. EPA, Office of Transportation and Air Quality 

2000 Traverwood Dr. 

Ann Arbor, MI 48105 

(734) 214-4781 (phone) 

(734) 214-4821 (fax) 
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To: 
From: 

Simon, Kari[Simon.Karl@epa.gov]; Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
Grundler, Christopher 

Sent: Thur 3/9/2017 6:12:39 PM 
Subject: 
soon' 

RE: CNBC: Trump's EPA chief says he's addressing a rule that automakers oppose 'very 

This inaccurate statement is very troubling: 

Christopher Grundler, Director 

Office of Transportation and Air Quality 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

202.564.1682 (Washington, DC) 

734.214.4207 (Ann Arbor, MI) 

From: Simon, Karl 
Sent: Thursday, March 09, 2017 1:06PM 
To: Grundler, Christopher <grundler.christopher@epa.gov>; Charmley, William 
<charmley .william@epa.gov> 
Subject: FW: CNBC: Trump's EPA chief says he's addressing a rule that automakers oppose 
'very soon' 

Hearing that signature could be today or tomorrow 
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From: Moran, Robin 
Sent: Thursday, March 09,2017 10:48 AM 
To: Midterm Review Charmley, William 

Snapp, Lisa 

Subject: CNBC: Trump's EPA chief says he's addressing a rule that automakers oppose 'very 
soon' 
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Robin Moran 

Senior Policy Advisor 

U.S. EPA, Office of Transportation and Air Quality 

2000 Traverwood Dr. 

Ann Arbor, MI 48105 

(734) 214-4781 (phone) 

(734) 214-4821 (fax) 
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To: Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; Olechiw, Michael[olechiw.michael@epa.gov]; 
Alson, Jeff[alson.jeff@epa.gov] 
From: Moran, Robin 
Sent: Thur 3/9/2017 3:50:56 PM 
Subject: FW: CNBC: Trump's EPA chief says he's addressing a rule that automakers oppose 'very 
soon' 

From: Moran, Robin 
Sent: Thursday, March 09,2017 10:48 AM 
To: Midterm Review <Midterm_Review@epa.gov>; Charmley, William 
<charmley.william@epa.gov>; Simon, Karl <Simon.Karl@epa.gov>; Snapp, Lisa 
<snapp.lisa@epa.gov> 
Subject: CNBC: Trump's EPA chief says he's addressing a rule that automakers oppose 'very 
soon' 
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Robin Moran 

Senior Policy Advisor 

U.S. EPA, Office of Transportation and Air Quality 

2000 Traverwood Dr. 

Ann Arbor, MI 48105 

(734) 214-4781 (phone) 

(734) 214-4821 (fax) 
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To: Midterm Review[Midterm_Review@epa.gov]; Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; 
Simon, Kari[Simon.Karl@epa.gov]; Snapp, Lisa[snapp.lisa@epa.gov] 
From: Moran, Robin 
Sent: Thur 3/9/2017 3:4 7:53 PM 
Subject: CNBC: Trump's EPA chief says he's addressing a rule that automakers oppose 'very soon' 

Robin Moran 
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Senior Policy Advisor 

U.S. EPA, Office of Transportation and Air Quality 

2000 Traverwood Dr. 

Ann Arbor, MI 48105 

(734) 214-4781 (phone) 

(734) 214-4821 (fax) 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Midterm Review[Midterm_Review@epa.gov] 
Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
Moran, Robin 
Tue 3/7/2017 7:14:00 PM 
Greenwire article & Congressional Letter supporting Final Determination 

From: E&E News [mailto:ealerts@eenews.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 07, 2017 1:45PM 
To: Moran, Robin <moran.robin@epa.gov> 
Subject: ~v1arch 7 -- Greenvvire is ready 

Trump WOTUS rewrite 'could get to be very, very messy' 
IPre~sident Trump's plan for channeling the late Justice Antonin Scalia's views into an effort to overhaul the Obama 

ministration's contentious Waters of the U.S. rule might lead to another legal quagmire. 

Why Reagan's vaunted 'starve the beast' plan failed 

Trump beefs up legal team 

Farm groups see downside to agency's budget squeeze 
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2 more lawmakers join 'Noah's Ark' caucus 

Satellite images show drastic before-and-after storm impacts 

1 of last 'big tusker' elephants killed by poachers 

Brits plan to kill American squirrels 

Jury sent home early after tempers flare 

La. governor touts resilience plans. bids to diversify economy 

Levels of toxic metals near oil sands normal - studies 
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Air regulators take rare step to ask for governor's veto 

Parched city hatches plan to pipe water from Siberia 

all of the stories in today's Greenwire, plus an in-depth archive with thousands of articles on your issues, detailed 
Reports and much more at http://www.greenwire.com. 

your passcodes? Call us at 202-628-6500 now and we'll set you up instantly. 
send a press release, fax 202-737-5299 or email ~1Ql@l(!~~!Y'!.§.ll21. 

Unsubscribe I ='-'-'"'-'-"""-'-"'--"'-'!:::.L 

E&E News 
122 C Street NW 7th Floor Washington, DC 20001 
Phone: 202-628-6500 Fax: 202-737-5299 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Midterm Review[Midterm_Review@epa.gov] 
Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
Moran, Robin 
Tue 3/7/20171:31:48 PM 
FW: Company/Investor Letters in Support of EPA's GHG Vehicle Standards 

From: Carol Lee Rawn [mailto:rawn@ceres.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 07, 2017 8:30AM 
To: Moran, Robin <moran.robin@epa.gov> 
Subject: Company/Investor Letters in Support of EPA's GHG Vehicle Standards 

This went out last Friday - thank you. 

I 

For more information, contact 

• 

BOSTON Mar 03,2017 
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Major U.S. businesses are urging the federal Environmental Protection Agency administrator Scott Pruitt 
to leave in place vehicle standards for passenger cars and light trucks. 

lru~J:?.!!~uu;J~Jj:~~Jlbl.§..':!.LE:.S:!s.JQJL1L .. fl:iill!!, the businesses pointed out that the standards are good for 
business and for the economy as a whole. 

"We support staying the course on the standards because they represent an important opportunity to 
strengthen our economy, save consumers and businesses money, enhance the competitiveness of the 
American auto industry, and mitigate climate risk," reads the letter, which is from Ceres Business for 
Innovative Climate and Energy Policy (BICEP), a coalition of businesses representing $400 billion in 
annual revenue. 

"These standards will create about 484,000 new jobs throughout the economy, while boosting national 
about $21 billion," said Anne Kelly, Senior Director of Policy at Ceres, citing 

.. ~·_· '··='"-"'-·-""'·-'""'··L·~'-'···'"'·"'·'·'""''·'·' a study commissioned by Ceres and authored by Management 
Information Services. 

Automakers have been enjoying record profits even as they have continued to meet fuel-efficiency 
targets, producing an increasing number of advanced-technology vehicles that save consumers gas and 
money and benefit the industry. But now automakers are calling on Mr. Pruitt to again open up the 
standards, which are based on a robust technical record and significant stakeholder input 

"Rolling back the standards would be short-sighted," said Carol Lee Rawn, Transportation Director at 
Ceres. 

Referencing Ceres-commissioned_cese£!n;:_b by independent auto analysts Alan Baum and Dan Luria, 
Rawn added, "The standards help the U.S auto industry stay competitive, profitable, and innovative
and are set to give auto-parts suppliers a boost of some $90 billion in additional orders." 

Ceres is a non-profit sustainability organization that is mobilizing many of the world's largest companies 
and investors to take stronger action on climate change, water scarcity and other global sustainability 
challenges. Ceres directs the Investor Network on Climate Risk, a group of 120 institutional investors 
managing about $15 trillion assets focused on the business risks and opportunities of climate change and 
water scarcity. Ceres also engages with 1 00-plus companies, many of them Fortune 500 businesses, 
committed to sustainable business practices and the urgency for strong climate and clean energy 
policies. 

### 
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Carol Lee Rawn 

Director, Transportation Program 

Ceres 

99 Chauncy Street 

Boston, MA 02111-1703 

(T)617-247-0700ext.112 

(M) 617-388-7879 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
Alson, Jeff 
Mon 3/6/2017 2:28:41 PM 
FW: NY Times on the MTE 

From: Helfand, Gloria 
Sent: Saturday, March 04, 2017 11:47 AM 
To: Midterm Review <Midterm_Review@epa.gov> 
Subject: NY Times on the MTE 

Gloria Helfand, Ph.D. 

Assessment and Standards Division 

Office of Transportation and Air Quality 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

2000 Traverwood Drive 

Ann Arbor, Ml 48105 

(734) 214-4688 
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To: Snapp, Lisa[snapp.lisa@epa.gov] 
Cc: 
From: 

Simon, Kari[Simon.Karl@epa.gov]; Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
Grundler, Christopher 

Sent: Mon 3/6/2017 3:35:01 AM 
Subject: Re: Trump to undo vehicle rules that curb global warming 

Very interesting. Thx for sharing. Definitely do not think session should be canceled 

Christopher Gnmdler, Director 
Office of Transportation and Air Quality 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202/564-1682 (Washington DC) 
734/214-4207 (Ann Arbor MI) 

Interesting conversation by the Asilomar crowd. 

Sent phrom my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Viera, John (J.J.)" <.Di'illrni!W!!TI1mm) 
Date: March 5, 2017 at 7:00:12 PM EST 
To: Amy M Jaffe 

"Viera, John (J.J.)" <jJ@rn(!W!@£&!]1) 

wrote: 

Subject: RE: Trump to undo vehicle rules that curb global warming 
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From: Amy M Jaffe Lm;!illi~lliliill:f!;)@~;tg_yl§.J~] 
Sent: Saturday, March 04, 2017 4:34PM 
To: Giuliano, Genevieve; 'Robert Noland'; Leiby, Paul Newsome; Greene, David; Ayala, 
Alberto@ARB; Daniel Sperling 
Cc: Gene vi eve G iu I ia no; i§.h!!!§tn!lJD.§lmml!.&!m!; 

§lli~tJi§~~@JJ.QY; Viera, John (J.J.); John Wallis; 
Thomas S Turrentine; Steven S Cliff 

Subject: Re: Trump to undo vehicle rules that curb global warming 

Hi all, 

I find that it is good to move people off the traditional battle lines. What do I mean by 
that? For example, the new administration wants to have a major infrastructure 
program but will they build the right infrastructure for the future "traveler/ commuter?" 
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What do we need to know to build out proper infrastructure? Clearly, one has to think 
about future technologies and millennia! purchasing and mobility patterns to make the 
right choices. 

1) will cities continue on the path of pedestrian centers? 

2) how will cities cope with rising congestion? Road pricing etc ... 

3) what role will multi=modal apps and shared mobility have on the kinds of cars 
people buy? What role will self-driving have on vehicle size and fuel choice, both for 
heavy duty trucks and for passenger cars. 

The idea that the EPA is just going to undue some regs to help one or two car 
companies with a next year problem is pretty short sighted in terms of these questions 
and what they mean for the technologies car companies need to invest in and for what 
the implications are for the oil industry. 

WHAT IS THE LONG RANGE TREND regardless of the policy setting as well as in 
the policy setting? Paul's article was stellar in bring this all to the forefront given the 
uncertainty and wide variation in results depending on technology and policy. But it 
could be urban policy, not federal policy, or both. Or maybe like Air BNB, the 
regulations tighten and people just ignore it because the app is convenient. 

And we shouldn't assume just because the US will ban some technology adoption or 
mileage target, that it means it won't proliferate in Europe or China and become a 
competitiveness issue and get revisited in the US. 

Thinking about what conditions-drivers will push the technology on anyway, 
regardless of policy is a fruitful area of discussion. And then thinking through the 
implications for infrastructure and for oil, definitely of interest to many different 
parties. 

From: Giuliano, Genevieve <glY!!gmQ_(gmJ:I£§~~~p 
Sent: Saturday, March 04, 2017 10:06:34 AM 
To: 'Robert Noland'; Leiby, Paul Newsome; Greene, David; Ayala, Alberto@ARB; 
~"-=~=-.:.~==· Daniel Sperling 

~~~~l@~~§J;IQY; Amy M Jaffe; Genevieve Giuliano; 
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From: Robert Noland rrn<>iltr,·rnnbnr!tl'l'ln 

Sent: Saturday, March 04, 2017 9:50AM 
To: Leiby, Paul Newsome; Greene, David; Ayala, Alberto@ARB; ITn"@JJfi':tilr'JJ"Jf=""-• Sperling, 
Dan@UCD 
cc: ~mllill:Q~WQ~!.Y; E!:mJl§!!JM~~~!!J; 

§ll§Qj~~~; 

Subject: Re: Trump to undo vehicle rules that curb global warming 

This is a big issue and it would be great to get someone to speak about how 
industry perverts knowledge. This has happened with lead paint/leaded 
gasoline, cigarettes, climate change, and now sugar and obesity. 
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Some reading for all on these issues: 

From : Lei by, P au I Newsome <!§!Qy:Q.I}@i:llill.:.ill1Y 
Sent: Saturday, March 4, 2017 12:03 PM 
To: Greene, David; Ayala, Alberto@ARB; rhul:::lnntn:inrrlr 

Cc: ~2.QJ£~~~~2Y; gj;~~~::!.ID1~1!; 9!~)Q@~~; 

Nl§i§Qlli;;lt!lli@§Jl§~Q!J1; Robert Noland; §gill.mgty~ri!§~ty 
Subject: RE: Trump to undo vehicle rules that curb global warming 

Without knowing if there is any flexibility or time in the agenda, David's suggestion of 
topics focusing on this issue sound good to me. It's astonishing to hear the claims that 
the 2022-2025 CAFE/GHG targets are too stringent to be practically achievable and 
enormously costly (w/o reference to benefits), after all the research in this area and all 
the technological progress achieved. 

FYI, very interesting discussion this week on PRI's environmental show "Living on 
Earth" with Senator Sheldon Whitehouse (D-RI), about the factors preventing climate 
action he describes in his new book The Infiltration of American 
n,,'nnl'r!:lr'"" They include: unlimited corporate spending to influence policy since 
Citizen's United; alternative science, and a "1-2-3 step" strategy to challenge the 
merits of science-based policy in many areas. The "1-2-3 step" strategy is said to be 

the science. Question the and the costs." 
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Living on Earth, 3/3/2017 

He would be an amazing speaker, but obviously hard to get. 

Subject: Re: Trump to undo vehicle rules that curb global warming 

Friends, 

I have two suggestions. 

One is to ho!d an evening session addressing \AJhat the appropriate response 
of the transportation research community should be to the "alternative facts" 
movement's position on climate change. 

The second is to devote a session to the fuel-economy GHG regulations and 
what the consequences of weakening or eliminating them would be. For 
example, our study for ORNL and the Energy Foundation showed that all 
income groups saved more on fuel than they spent on fuel economy 
technology in vehicles over the 1980-2014 period. And, the net savings 
relative to income were greatest for the lowest income groups and smallest for 
the highest. We just updated that study using all the cost estimates from 
previous NRC studies and confirmed the conclusion. We also estimated the 
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impacts of the 2025 standards through 2040 using the 2015 NRC study 
estimates and found the same result. All income groups get net $ savings, and 
the benefits are strictly progressive. 

Just ideas. 

Best, 

David 

From: Ayala, Alberto@ARB <8u]J;;~"f!rQ_AY_~@5@~±JQY> 
Sent: Saturday, March 4, 2017 12:36 AM 
To: Sperling, Dan@UCD; Greene, David; '"'"t"""·nrn,1nrnl 

Cc: ~~~~~~2'1; ill~~IDJ9~~y; ffiY!@IlQ@~~; 

Subject: RE: Trump to undo vehicle rules that curb global warming 

Implications, you ask? Of course. It makes the session entirely a moot point. So we 
just got ourselves longer coffee breaks for that day. 

-----Original Message-----
From: Leiby, Paul Newsome llE!JQyf[l(Q2Q[O!J;IQYJ 
Received: Friday, 03 Mar 2017, 9:21PM 
To: Sperling, Dan@ UCD [Q§.Q§[!!J:lgl@!@~~;!y]; 
[Qg~l[@~llitf~;!y]; Hwang, Roland rrh,,.,,,nntmnrrlr 

,rr~~~=J~~~~E 

Subject: Trump to undo vehicle rules that curb global warming 
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This initiative also said to specifically address the role of federal vs. state 
regulatory agencies. Not entirely unexpected, but still remarkable. 
Implications for Asilomar content, particularly Session 7 on vehicle regulations 
and harmonization? 
Paul 

3/3/17 
The announcement- which is expected as soon as Tuesday and will be 
made jointly by the Environmental Protection Agency administrator, Scott 
Pruitt, and the transportation secretary, Elaine L Chao- will immediately start 
to undo one of former President Barack Obama's most significant 
environmental legacies. 

The regulatory rollback on vehicle pollution will relax restrictions on tailpipe 
emissions of carbon dioxide and will not require action by Congress. It will also 
have a major effect on the United States auto industry. 

Under the Obama administration's vehicle fuel economy standards, American 
automakers were locked into nearly a decade of trying to design and build ever 
more sophisticated fuel-efficient vehicles, including electric and hybrid models. 
The nation's largest auto companies told Mr. Trump last month that they found 
those technical requirements too burdensome. 

The E.P.A. will also begin legal proceedings to revoke a waiver for California 
that was allowing the state to enforce the tougher tailpipe standards for its 
drivers. 

Paul Leiby 
ORNL 

From: Daniel Sperling <Q!ill§[!Jr!llif~~!Y!§~!!J> 
Sent: Friday, March 03, 2017 4:23:55 PM 
To: Greene, David; Hwang, Roland 
Cc: Amy M Jaffe; Snapp, Lisa; Tim Lipman; Robert Noland; Ayala, Alberto@ARB; 
.~ill;illgjb!Jy~~.&Qir:n; t§d;ill]E!]~@f;IJ!leliLQQ!!l; Steven S Cliff; 9!Y]@IJ'Q@~~y; 
Leiby, Paul Newsome; Thomas John Wallis; 
=..:..:.=====-=-· Jacob Ward 
Subject: Session organizers for Asilomar 2017 
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Asilomar Organizing Committee: 

Below are my suggested assignments to subcommittees to organize sessions (names are in 
bold). Please respond. These are based in part on responses to my previous email and what I 
know of your interests. This is my proposal. Let me know if you accept, or prefer to work on a 
different session (and be chair or not). The task for each subcommittee is to refine the focus of 
the session and to identify and help recruit specific speakers. I know some of you have political 

sensitivities in this new world, so we will be sure to keep your role on specific committees 
behind the screen. 

Session 1: Amy and/or Roland (chair), Bob Noland, Steve Cliff 

1. Introduction (What has changed? New technology, infrastructure, climate policy?) 

a. Articulation of anti-globalization tend and what it means for energy/climate 

b. Future of carbon policy (taxes, cap and trade, regs; Amy says: "James Baker and his 
climate task force recommending carbon taxes and Kate could reach out to Mr. Paulson, with 
tvvo successive keynotes (Baker-Paulson task force person plus senior CA gov11eader talking 
about why CA took a mixed approach"; 

c. Role of regulations: Bob Noland says I'm very skeptical of those that propose carbon 
taxes, as much as these could be an "economically efficient" and effective policy. I worry that 
this is a distraction from equally effective regulatory approaches. 

d. Future of Paris agreement 

e. Where will leadership on climate policy come from? 

Session 2: David Greene and/or Amy (chair), Niel, Michael Wang 

2. Global oil demand for transportation-forecasts; analyses of oil consumption, role of 
policy 

a. When will oil demand peak, esp for transport, and what does it mean for climate, oil 
industry, 

b. Address variations across china, India, and elsewhere 

c. Role of policy, technology, markets? 

Session 3: Paul Leiby (chair), John Viera, John Wall, (Dan Sperling) 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000459-00009 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006421 Production Set #1 

3. Vehicle automation and shared mobility and what it means for energy and GHG emissions 
and vehicle use 

Session 4: Tom Turrentine (chair), Roland, Alberto 

4. Electrification of vehicles in US and globally 

Session 5: Gen Giuliano (chair), John Wall, Jake?, Bob Noland? Lisa? 

5. Sustainable freight-how to improve system and energy efficiency, and reduce GHGs and 
local pollution, including intermodal opportunities and innovation 

Session 6: Tim Lipman (chair), David Greene, Steve Cliff 

6. Infrastructure implications of energy/GHG changes-tax revenue from EVs and energy 
efficiency; new infrastructure for electricity charging and hydrogen fueling; public investment 

for shared mobility and vehicle automation 

Session 7: Alberto and/or John Viera (chair), Lisa, Roland? 

7. Future of vehicle regulation 

a. how to handle EVs. upstream emissions, and changing vehicle usage (e.g. automation, 
sharing) 

b. harmonization across, US, calif, EU, china, etc 
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To: Grundler, Christopher[grundler.christopher@epa.gov]; Simon, Kari[Simon.Karl@epa.gov]; 
Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
From: Snapp, Lisa 
Sent: Mon 3/6/2017 3:22:05 AM 
Subject: Fwd: Trump to undo vehicle rules that curb global warming 

Interesting conversation by the Asilomar crowd. 

Sent phrom my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Viera, John (J.J.)" 
Date: March 5, 2017 at 7:00:12 PM EST 
To: Amy M Jaffe 

Subject: RE: Trump to undo vehicle rules that curb global warming 
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From: Amy M Jaffe [ITliallli~tm:l@:!~lli.Q~~slli~] 
Sent: Saturday, March 04, 2017 4:34PM 
To: Giuliano, Genevieve; 'Robert Noland'; Leiby, Paul Newsome; Greene, David; Ayala, 
Alberto@ARB; Daniel Sperling 
Cc: Genevieve Giuliano; tc::t. lrrc>ntino::>,rfl'lr'm~~il 

!d~~~~::~~V~iera, John (J.J.); John Wallis; mniM::>nn/n'l::>nl 

Thomas S Turrentine; ~ Steven S Cliff 
Subject: Re: Trump to undo vehicle rules that curb global warming 

Hi all, 

I find that it is good to move people off the traditional battle lines. What do I mean by that? 
For example, the new administration wants to have a major infrastructure program but will 
they build the right infrastructure for the future "traveler/ commuter?" 

What do we need to know to build out proper infrastructure? Clearly, one has to think about 
future technologies and millennia! purchasing and mobility patterns to make the right 
choices. 

1) will cities continue on the path of pedestrian centers? 

2) how will cities cope with rising congestion? Road pricing etc ... 

3) what role will multi=modal apps and shared mobility have on the kinds of cars people 
buy? What role will self-driving have on vehicle size and fuel choice, both for heavy duty 
trucks and for passenger cars. 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000460-00002 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006421 Production Set #1 

The idea that the EPA is just going to undue some regs to help one or two car companies 
with a next year problem is pretty short sighted in terms of these questions and what they 
mean for the technologies car companies need to invest in and for what the implications are 
for the oil industry. 

WHAT IS THE LONG RANGE TREND regardless of the policy setting as well as in the 
policy setting? Paul's article was stellar in bring this all to the forefront given the 
uncertainty and wide variation in results depending on technology and policy. But it could 
be urban policy, not federal policy, or both. Or maybe like Air BNB, the regulations tighten 
and people just ignore it because the app is convenient. 

And we shouldn't assume just because the US will ban some technology adoption or 
mileage target, that it means it won't proliferate in Europe or China and become a 
competitiveness issue and get revisited in the US. 

Thinking about what conditions-drivers will push the technology on anyway, regardless of 
policy is a fruitful area of discussion. And then thinking through the implications 
for infrastructure and for oil, definitely of interest to many different parties. 

From: Giuliano, Genevieve <ru1!llim2@;~~.JJ§~~p 
Sent: Saturday, March 04, 2017 10:06:34 AM 
To: 'Robert Noland'; Leiby, Paul Newsome; Greene, David; Ayala, Alberto@ARB; 
@@Q@ffi!J~;[Q; Daniel Sperling 

~~IJ/j~i@~J:!QSLQtQY; Amy M Jaffe; Genevieve Giuliano; !§!l~m!]Il.§.@flllli:ill.J~n; 
~QDJ@.IJ!@!;;~~~~; §llimflli§ill!J~ru!QY; ~~=~=.:_:.· John Wallis; 

lli.§tl§Qlli;I!J1t'L@~~Qill; Steven S Cliff 
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From: Robert Noland l:rllilli];!.JJJQle.!}QjmiJJtgj~~!d] 
Sent: Saturday, March 04, 2017 9:50AM 
To: Leiby, Paul Newsome; Greene, David; Ayala, Alberto@ARB; r:t!Y'l£1JtlliQID£!~2£9.; Sperling, 

Subject: Re: Trump to undo vehicle rules that curb global warming 

This is a big issue and it would be great to get someone to speak about how 
industry perverts knowledge. This has happened with lead paint/leaded gasoline, 
cigarettes, climate change, and now sugar and obesity. 

Some reading for all on these issues: 
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~112Q!!.f!J::!!!:'l@~~QlJ1; Robert Noland; ~illffJ@.y~~~!Y 
Subject: RE: Trump to undo vehicle rules that curb global warming 

Without knowing if there is any flexibility or time in the agenda, David's suggestion of topics 
focusing on this issue sound good to me. It's astonishing to hear the claims that the 2022-
2025 CAFE/GHG targets are too stringent to be practically achievable and enormously 
costly (w/o reference to benefits), after all the research in this area and all the technological 
progress achieved. 

FYI, very interesting discussion this week on PRI's environmental show "Living on Earth" 
with Senator Sheldon Whitehouse (D-RI), about the factors preventing climate action he 
describes in his new book The Infiltration of American "They 
include: unlimited corporate spending to influence policy since Citizen's United; alternative 
science, and a "1-2-3 step" strategy to challenge the merits of science-based policy in 
many areas. The "1-2-3 step" strategy is said to be the science. Question the rn"t"'"'"' 
and the costs." 

Living on Earth, 3/3/2017 

He would be an amazing speaker, but obviously hard to get. 

From: Greene, David [m§!l!!QJ!l9TI~~@Y!!s~!Y] 
Sent: Saturday, March 4, 2017 8:41AM 
To: Ayala, Alberto@ARB •8!):;~~y£t;@~~.:9:2Y? 
Dan@UCD <Q§~:liru;l@1m~l&Q_y::: 
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Subject: Re: Trump to undo vehicle rules that curb global warming 

Friends, 

I have two suggestions. 

One is to hold an evening session addressing what the appropriate response of the 
transportation research community should be to the "alternative facts" movement's 
position on climate change. 

The second is to devote a session to the fuel-economy GHG regulations and what 
the consequences of weakening or eliminating them would be. For example, our 
study for ORNL and the Energy Foundation showed that all income groups saved 
more on fuel than they spent on fuel economy technology in vehicles over the 1980-
2014 period. And, the net savings relative to income were greatest for the lowest 
income groups and smallest for the highest. We just updated that study using all 
the cost estimates from previous NRC studies and confirmed the conclusion. We 
also estimated the impacts of the 2025 standards through 2040 using the 2015 
NRC study estimates and found the same result. All income groups get net$ 
savings, and the benefits are strictly progressive. 

Just ideas. 

Best, 

David 
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Subject: RE: Trump to undo vehicle rules that curb global warming 

Implications, you ask? Of course. It makes the session entirely a moot point. So we just got 
ourselves longer coffee breaks for that day. 

-----Original Message----
From: Leiby, Paul Newsome •c==-.u=='-'-=~""· 
Received: Friday, 03 Mar 2017, 9:21PM 
To: Sperling, Dan@UCD (g§J~li!lQ@J:m~~:!Y]; 
Hwang, Roland rrh\M:::II'11111'Ylnlrrlr 

CC:AmyMJaffe[~~~~~~&md]; 
rrn.'">l:::!nrlln'\n 

This initiative also said to specifically address the role of federal vs. state regulatory 
agencies. Not entirely unexpected, but still remarkable. 
Implications for Asilomar content, particularly Session 7 on vehicle regulations and 
harmonization? 
Paul 

3/3/17 
The announcement- which is expected as soon as Tuesday and will be made 
jointly by the Environmental Protection Agency administrator, Scott Pruitt, and the 
transportation secretary, Elaine L. Chao- will immediately start to undo one of 
former President Barack Obama's most significant environmental legacies. 

The regulatory rollback on vehicle pollution will relax restrictions on tailpipe 
emissions of carbon dioxide and will not require action by Congress. It will also 
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have a major effect on the United States auto industry. 

Under the Obama administration's vehicle fuel economy standards, American 
automakers were locked into nearly a decade of trying to design and build ever 
more sophisticated fuel-efficient vehicles, including electric and hybrid models. The 
nation's largest auto companies told Mr. Trump last month that they found those 
technical requirements too burdensome. 

The E.P.A. will also begin legal proceedings to revoke a waiver for California that 
was allowing the state to enforce the tougher tailpipe standards for its drivers. 

Paul Leiby 
ORNL 

From: Daniel Sperling <Q!ill§ftir~~~~~y::: 
Sent: Friday, March 03, 2017 4:23:55 PM 
To: Greene, David; Hwang, Roland 
Cc: Amy M Jaffe; Snapp, Lisa; Tim Lipman; Robert Noland; Ayala, Alberto@ARB; 
.r:lli:i12Qlli;IJ:lli:@§ll§t!l&Qffi; ===~===~· Steven S Cliff; Q!Yl@I~~~~; 
Leiby, Paul Newsome; Thomas John Wallis; 
.~="-====-"-• Jacob Ward 
Subject: Session organizers for Asilomar 2017 

Asilomar Organizing Committee: 

Below are my suggested assignments to subcommittees to organize sessions (names are in bold). 
Please respond. These are based in part on responses to my previous email and what I know of 
your interests. This is my proposal. Let me know if you accept, or prefer to work on a different 

session (and be chair or not). The task for each subcommittee is to refine the focus of the session 
and to identify and help recruit specific speakers. I know some of you have political sensitivities in 

this new world, so we will be sure to keep your role on specific committees behind the screen. 

Session 1: Amy and/or Roland (chair), Bob Noland, Steve Cliff 

1. Introduction (What has changed? New technology, infrastructure, climate policy?) 

a. Articulation of anti-globalization tend and what it means for energy/climate 

b. Future of carbon policy (taxes, cap and trade, regs; Amy says: "James Baker and his climate 
task force recommending carbon taxes and Kate could reach out to Mr. Paulson, with two 
successive keynotes (Baker-Paulson task force person plus senior CA govt leader talking about why 
CA took a mixed approach"; 
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c. Role of regulations: Bob Noland says I'm very skeptical of those that propose carbon taxes, as 
much as these could be an "economically efficient" and effective policy. I worry that this is a 
distraction from equally effective regulatory approaches. 

d. Future of Paris agreement 

e. Where will leadership on climate policy come from? 

Session 2: David Greene and/or Amy (chair), Niel, Michael Wang 

2. Global oil demand for transportation-forecasts; analyses of oil consumption, role of policy 

a. When will oil demand peak, esp for transport, and what does it mean for climate, oil industry, 

b. Address variations across china, India, and elsewhere 

c. Role of policy, technology, markets? 

Session 3: Paul Leiby (chair), John Viera, John Wall, (Dan Sperling) 

3. Vehicle automation and shared mobility and what it means for energy and GHG emissions and 
vehicle use 

Session 4: Tom Turrentine (chair), Roland, Alberto 

4. Electrification of vehicles in US and globally 

Session 5: Gen Giuliano (chair), John Wall, Jake?, Bob Noland? Lisa? 

5. Sustainable freight-how to improve system and energy efficiency, and reduce GHGs and local 
pollution, including intermodal opportunities and innovation 

Session 6: Tim Lipman (chair), David Greene, Steve Cliff 

6. Infrastructure implications of energy/GHG changes-tax revenue from EVs and energy 
efficiency; new infrastructure for electricity charging and hydrogen fueling; public investment for 

shared mobility and vehicle automation 

Session 7: Alberto and/or John Viera (chair), Lisa, Roland? 
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7. Future of vehicle regulation 

a. how to handle EVs. upstream emissions, and changing vehicle usage (e.g. automation, 
sharing) 

b. harmonization across, US, calif, EU, china, etc 
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To: Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; Simon, Kari[Simon.Karl@epa.gov]; Hengst, 
Benjamin[Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov]; Cook, Leila[cook.leila@epa.gov] 
From: Grundler, Christopher 
Sent: Sat 3/4/2017 12:27:56 AM 
Subject: Fwd: Draft notice 

FYI 

Christopher Gnmdler, Director 
Office of Transportation and Air Quality 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202/564-1682 (Washington DC) 
734/214-4207 (Ann Arbor MI) 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Dunham, Sarah" 
Date: March 3, 2017 at 6:41:54 PM EST 
To: "Millett, John" :::::_MWlffilQt!n{'fili;Jlli~~-

Subject: Draft notice 

"Grundler, Christopher" 

Attached is the latest version I have of the draft notice. My understanding is that all the 
suggested edits you see in red line in this draft were accepted (at least within EPA). 
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To: Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; Grundler, 
Christopher[grundler.christopher@epa.gov]; Cook, Leila[cook.leila@epa.gov]; Simon, 
Kari[Si mon. Karl@e pa. gov] 
From: Hengst, Benjamin 
Sent: Fri 3/3/2017 2:27:30 PM 
Subject: Looks like announcement on "CAFE" going Monday at 1 Oam 

That's what I've heard so far. Details hard to come by, will let you know if I hear more, 
though it sounds like we know what the basic plan is. 
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To: Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; Midterm Review[Midterm_Review@epa.gov]; 
Orlin, David[Orlin.David@epa.gov] 
From: Moran, Robin 
Sent: Wed 3/1/2017 12:26:57 PM 
Subject: Mary Barra quotes on MTE & harmonization 

GM chief asks for leniency on enviro regs 

Published: Tuesday, February 28, 2017 

General Motors Co. CEO Mary Barra wants the Trump administration to cut the auto industry 
some slack on environmental regulations. 

Barra called them one of the "key" issues she is bringing up with President Trump in meetings 
on manufacturing, trade and rules. 

"Some of the regulations on the books right now compete with each other and will not allow us 
to go forward in a customer-facing way," she said at an Economic Club of Washington, D.C., 
luncheon today. "There's some adjustments that could be made to conflicting regulations that 
could be helpful." 

Automakers have long complained about discrepancies between fuel economy standards set by 
the National Highway Traffic Administration and U.S. EPA. NHTSA has agreed to consider 
tweaks. 

Barra and 16 other automotive executives have also asked Trump to officially reopen a review 
of fuel economy rules through 2025. 

EPA finished the review more than a year ahead of schedule, in the last days of the Obama 
administration, with its decision to keep standards unchanged. 

Automaker trade groups have asked EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt to reverse that decision and 
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consider more data before choosing among loosening, tightening or maintaining current rules. 

Barra wouldn't say what she wanted as the outcome. "We're looking to actually have the 
midterm review that was scheduled for 2017 and '18, but we can look at all the different 
dynamics, what's customer sentiment, what are the new technologies," she said. 

From: E&E News [mailto:ealerts@eenews.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, February 28, 2017 4:30PM 
To: Moran, Robin <moran.robin@epa.gov> 
Subject: February 28 -- E&E News PM is ready 

Senate to push Zinke vote to tomorrow 

Pruitt won't be a designated survivor 
8JNFRASTRUCTURE: 

Attention turns to Trump's speech for details on $1T plan 

Activity for February 27 - March 5, 2017 

Wood Mackenzie forecasts 'net positive' for energy markets under Trump 
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all of the stories in today's E&E News PM, plus an in-depth archive with thousands of articles on your issues, 
ldetaile~d Special Reports and much more at http://www.eenewspm.com. 

your passcodes? Call us at 202-628-6500 now and we'll set you up instantly. 
send a press release, fax 202-737-5299 or email ~.!QI@!{l~~'01:!:§.~1-

Unsubscribe I='-'-'"'-'-"'=-'-"'--""~ 
E&E News 
122 C Street NW 7th Floor Washington, DC 20001 
Phone: 202-628-6500 Fax: 202-737-5299 
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To: Alson, Jeff[alson.jeff@epa.gov]; Grundler, Christopher[grundler.christopher@epa.gov]; Simon, 
Kari[Simon.Karl@epa.gov]; Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; Hengst, 
Benjamin[Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov]; Birgfeld, Erin[Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov]; Richards, 
David[Richards.David@epa.gov]; Mylan, Christopher[Mylan.Christopher@epa.gov]; Snapp, 
Lisa[snapp.lisa@epa.gov]; Hula, Aaron[Hula.Aaron@epa.gov]; Olechiw, 
Michael[olechiw.michael@epa.gov]; Bolon, Kevin[Bolon.Kevin@epa.gov]; Yanca, 
Catherine[yanca.catherine@epa.gov] 
From: Moran, Robin 
Sent: Thur 2/23/2017 7:34:42 PM 
Subject: NY Times: Automakers Call on E.P.A. Chief to Ease Fuel-Efficiency Standards 

Automake;s Call on E.P.A. Chief to Ease 
Fuel-Efficiency Standards 

President Trump has vowed to roll back regulations on business, and automakers are 
wasting no time in pushing his administration to make good on the promise. 

Two lobbying groups representing auto manufacturers have written letters urging the 
new head of the Scott Pruitt, to reverse ~~~m_ 
=~~~ by the Obama administration to move forward with tougher fuel-economy 
standards that carmakers are supposed to meet by 2025. 

Automakers contend the gas-mileage targets will be difficult and expensive to hit and 
will force them to produce more high-mileage cars at a time when most Americans are 
buying sport utility vehicles, trucks and other roomy models that are less fuel-efficient 
and more profitable. 

The Obama administration's fuel-economy targets "threaten to depress an industry that 
can ill afford spiraling regulatory costs," Mitch Bainwol, the chief executive of the 
Alliance of Automobile Manufacturers, on Tuesday. The group 
represents 12 manufacturers, including General Motors, Ford Motor and Fiat Chrysler 
Automobiles. 
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A was sent by the Association of Global Automakers, which represents 12 
foreign car companies with significant operations or sales in the United States. 

Environmentalists said the lobbying groups overstated the difficulty and cost of reaching 
the 2025 targets, which require an average fuel-economy rating of 54.5 miles per gallon 
across a company's entire fleet sold in the United States. That number is based on a 
complicated formula, and automakers estimate it is the equivalent of about 40 miles per 
gallon in real-world driving. 

"An increasing number of cars achieve the goal now," said Dan Becker, director of the 
Safe Climate Campaign, an advocacy group. 

Vehicles already clearing that bar include hybrids like the and==::::;_ 
- models that are drawing few buyers as gasoline sells for less than $3 a gallon. 

To comply with the 2025 targets, more popular models, like S.U.V.s, would need new 
technology, which could raise prices for consumers. 

Mr. Becker also said fuel-economy improvements in the last several years had not 
stopped automakers from earning record profits. "The industry is just trying to take 
advantage of Trump's anti-regulation policies and put the health of people and the 
environment at risk/' he said. 

The Obama administration set the higher mileage standards in an effort to reduce 
tailpipe emissions and combat and as a means of reducing the 
country's dependence on foreign oil. Even if those targets are relaxed, the automakers 
will still need to comply with emissions rules set by California and several other states 
with tougher standards than the E.P.A.'s. 

New fuel-economy targets were set in 2012 in an agreement reached by the Obama 
administration and automakers. The rule calls for steady increases in mileage, varying 
depending on the size of the vehicle and whether it is classified as a car or a light 

While the automakers would all prefer more lenient targets than the 2025 ones, they 
differ on the specifics. Some have invested heavily in new technologies and would 
prefer to have the standards continue to rise, albeit more modestly, to help ensure a 
market for their advanced vehicles. Honda, Hyundai and Toyota are planning a range of 
hybrids, electric vehicles and cars powered by hydrogen fuel cells to sell within a few 
years. 

Others, such as Fiat Chrysler, have a lineup heavy on trucks and S.U.V.s and would be 
better off with a significant rollback in fuel-economy requirements. 

The letters from the manufacturer lobbying groups represent the latest push by 
carmakers for a reprieve from the emissions and fuel-economy standards. This month, 
18 auto-company chief executives wrote a letter to Mr. Trump on the same issue. 
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During the presidential campaign, on Twitter and in campaign stops, Mr. Trump heavily 
criticized automakers, especially Ford, for investing in Mexico. He has also threatened 
to impose a border tax on imports from Mexico, where many cars sold in the American 
market are made, especially smaller, less profitable models. 

But after the election, the president and automakers became more closely aligned. Ford 
won praise from Mr. Trump after it announced it was=~=~=~~~=~~::.::;._ 

in Mexico. Other automakers have also announced plans to add jobs and invest in 
the United States. 

In January, Mr. Trump met with the chief executives of Ford, G.M. and Fiat Chrysler at 
the White House and encouraged them to add jobs in the United States in exchange for 
more favorable regulatory and tax policies. 

Mr. Pruitt, the administrator of the E.P.A., is most likely predisposed to listen to 
automakers' concerns about fuel-economy targets. While Oklahoma's attorney general, 
Mr. Pruitt and worked closely with oil and gas companies 
fighting the agency's regulations. 

The auto lobbying groups asked Mr. Pruitt to reopen a review of the 2025 fuel-economy 
targets that had been expected to last until early 2018. That review was cut short on 
Jan. 13 - seven days before Mr. Trump was inaugurated -when the outgoing 
administrator, Gina McCarthy, issued a "final determination" that the targets should 
remain in place. 

Even if Mr. Pruitt reopens the review and ultimately sides with the industry, automakers 
will need to continue spending to develop fuel-saving technologies, given the mileage or 
emissions requirements in many states, as well as Europe and China, that 
manufacturers will have to meet. Those standards continue to get tougher. 

"The rest of the world is still pressing ahead with higher standards," said Michelle Krebs, 
a senior analyst at "Even if they ease regulation in the U.S., companies 
will still have to do this to be compliant in other markets." 

From: Alson, Jeff 
Sent: Thursday, February 23, 2017 2:23PM 
To: Grundler, Christopher <grundler.christopher@epa.gov>; Simon, Karl 
<Simon.Karl@epa.gov>; Charmley, William <charmley.william@epa.gov>; Bunker, Byron 
<bunker.byron@epa.gov>; Hengst, Benjamin <Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov>; Birgfeld, Erin 
<Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov>; Mylan, Christopher <Mylan.Christopher@epa.gov>; Richards, David 
<Richards.David@epa.gov>; Snapp, Lisa <snapp.lisa@epa.gov>; Hula, Aaron 
<Hula.Aaron@epa.gov>; Ellies, Ben <ellies.ben@epa.gov>; Bunker, Amy 
<Bunker.Amy@epa.gov>; Olechiw, Michael <olechiw.michael@epa.gov>; Moran, Robin 
<moran.robin@epa.gov>; Bolon, Kevin <Bolon.Kevin@epa.gov>; Burke, Susan 
<Burke.Susan@epa.gov> 
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Subject: Positive editorial in Feb. 20 Automotive News 

Below is a relevant and positive editorial in this week's Automotive News. I highlighted some of 
the most positive statements, but the entire editorial can be read in a couple of minutes. 

Some other relevant info in this week's Automotive News 

•[[[J[[J[J[[J Some Nissan dealers in "green" areas who choose to push the Leaf are doing very 
well--the article cites a Boulder Nissan dealer who claims that Leafs represent 80% of his 
dealership's "car" sales and a Seattle dealer who sells more Leafs than Altimas 

•[[[[J[J[[J[J The 2018 manual Cruze diesel has an EPA label of 30/52 mpg, combined 3 7 mpg. 
The fuel economy for the automatic version will be slightly lower. This will likely be the highest 
fuel economy diesel, one of the highest highway ratings, and one of the highest non
EV/PHEV/HEV combined ratings. 

•[[[J[J[[J[J[J UA W President Dennis Williams was cited as saying that the UA W has some 
differences with President Trump on the environment, but did not elaborate. 

Industry must accept r&d cost for 
cleaner air, then charge for it 

Listening to the recent rhetoric from the Detroit 3, you'd think the auto 
industry had been bleeding red ink since striking the CAFE agreement with 
the Obama administration, sitting on acres of unsalable wind-powered golf 
carts and handing out pink slips by the millions. 

On the contrary, the latest CAFE round has coincided with rather robust 
growth in jobs, sales, profits, horsepower and fuel economy. 

These may not all be correlated, but clearly, higher profits, better product 
and environmental progress can coexist. The industry is far more capable 
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than its executives admit. 

Case in point: The new Chevrolet Cruze diesel, which just notched a 
highway rating of 52 mpg. Assuming they're not cheating (alas, we must 
apply this boilerplate industrywide now), GM's engineers are achieving 
what the industry lobby suggests is too difficult. 

Did GM have to mortgage its headquarters to hit that number? No, but it 
will charge a reasonable premium for the things that make its clean 
emissions and mpg miracle possible, pushing the car's price to about 
$25,000. The people who want it will have to pay for it. 

And that's the right way to deal with the cost of fuel-saving technology. 
Don't backtrack or complain about it; we've come too far for that. Rather, 
accept it, itemize it on the vehicle sticker and charge for it. Let the 
consumer pay the price at the dealership and reap the rewards over time at 
the filling station. 

Consumers who swear by their trucks-- which require ever-more
sophisticated efficiency solutions --should be prepared to subsidize the 
investments that make big advances in efficiency possible. Call it a gas
guzzler tax, but this tax should accrue to the automakers and trickle down 
to r&d and the engineers who are actually getting the job done. 

Ultimately, all of society must bear some cost for having contributed to 
global climate change and the deterioration of air quality. 

Better to pay it in dollars than the way they do it in New Delhi and Beijing, 
by inching closer to death with every breath. 
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To: Simon, Kari[Simon.Karl@epa.gov]; Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; Olechiw, 
Michael[olechiw.michael@epa.gov]; Orlin, David[Orlin.David@epa.gov]; Kataoka, 
Mark[Kataoka.Mark@epa.gov]; Hengst, Benjamin[Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov] 
From: Dickinson, David 
Sent: Thur 2/23/2017 3:03:37 PM 
Subject: CARB Waivers- CA Senate Hearing, other press 

Karl et al-

As you may know the CA Senate Environmental Quality Committee 
held a hearing yesterday (2/22) re the federal Clean Air Act and 
California Waivers -see: 

Attached are a few background documents associated with the hearing, it was also 
livestreamed and can be accessed online. 

I also draw your attention to a CEI article below which sets out a course of action 
relating to the waiver and MTE, along with an article related to the hearing 
yesterday. 

David D 
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Fearing President Trump's next steps, 
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California lawmakers review their options 
under Clean Air Act 

Sen. Bob Wieckowski (left) held a hearing on the Clean Air Act on Wednesday. (Rich Pedroncelli I Associated Press) 
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David Dickinson 

202-343-9256 

Dickinson.David@epa.gov 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 

Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
Moran, Robin 
Tue 2/21/2017 6:36:37 PM 

Subject: RE: URGENT Letter from Alliance of Automobile Manufacturers to EPA Administrator G. Scott 
Pruitt 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---I§.~~----~---~---~~E~.~-~-~-~----~-~~~~-~y ______________________________________________________________ __j 

From: Charmley, William 
Sent: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 l: ll PM 
To: Orlin, David <Orlin.David@epa.gov>; Kataoka, Mark <Kataoka.Mark@epa.gov>; Moran, 
Robin <moran.robin@epa.gov>; Simon, Karl <Simon.Karl@epa.gov>; Alson, Jeff 
<alson.jeff@epa.gov>; Snapp, Lisa <snapp.lisa@epa.gov>; Olechiw, Michael 
<olechiw.michael@epa.gov>; Hengst, Benjamin <Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov> 
Cc: Grundler, Christopher <grundler.christopher@epa.gov> 
Subject: Fwd: URGENT Letter from Alliance of Automobile Manufacturers to EPA 
Administrator G. Scott Pruitt 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Susan Conti <!i~:;m:11!f!~Jl!1Q5!ilrnn~m:g 
Date: February 21, 2017 at 1:02:29 PM EST 
To: 
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Subject: URGENT Letter from Alliance of Automobile Manufacturers to EPA 
Administrator G. Scott Pruitt 

Dear Administrator Pruitt: 

The attached letter, on behalf of the Alliance of Automobile Manufacturers, requests that 
the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) withdraw the Final Determination on the 

Appropriateness of the Model Year 2022-2025 Light-Duty Vehicle Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions Standards under the Midterm Evaluation (Final Determination) which was 

announced on January 13, 2017 but never published in the Federal Register. 

The Alliance is not asking EPA to make a different Final Determination at this time. All we 
are asking is that EPA withdraw the Final Determination and resume the Midterm 

Evaluation, in conjunction with NHTSA, consistent with the timetable embodied in EPA's 
own regulations. We believe that, if carried out as intended, the Midterm Evaluation can 

lead to an outcome that makes sense for all affected stakeholders and for society as a 
whole. 

The Alliance welcomes the opportunity for further dialogue. Please contact me at your 
earliest convenience to discuss this matter further. Thank you. 

Mitch Bainwol 

President and CEO 
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BICEP Members: 

Annie's Inc 

Aspen Skiing 

Company 

A veda 

Auto desk 

Avon Products 

e 

Ben & Jerry's 

Burton Snowboards 

CA Technologies 

ClifBar 

Dignity Health 

eBay Inc. 

Eileen Fisher 

Fetzer Vineyards 

Gap Inc. 

General Mills 

IKEA 

JLL 
KB Home 

The Kellogg 

Company 

Levi Strauss & Co. 

LBrands 

L'Oreal 

Mars Incorporated 

Nestle 

New Belgium 

Brewing 

Nike 

The North Face 

Outdoor Industry 

Association 

Owens Corning 

Patagonia 

Portland Trail 

Blazers 

Seventh Generation 

Starbucks 

Stonyfield Farm 

Symantec 

Timberland 

Unilever 

VF Corporation 

Vulcan, Inc. 

March 3, 2017 

Administrator Scott Pruitt 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20460 

Re. 2022-2025 Model Year Light-Duty Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emission and 
Corporate Average Fuel Economy Standards; EPA-HQ-OAR-2015-0827 

Dear Administrator Pruitt, 

As major U.S. businesses representing over $400 billion in annual revenue, 
we are writing to voice our strong support for respecting EPA's Final 
Determination that the standards currently in place for MY2022-2025 are 
appropriate. We urge you to reject calls to withdraw the Final Determination, 
which is based on an updated analysis that draws on a comprehensive and 
robust technical record, and confirms the Technical Assessment Report's 
(TAR) findings that meeting the current standards for model years 2022-
2025 will be feasible and cost-effective, and that automakers are adopting 
fuel savings technologies at faster rates than anticipated. (Indeed, actual 
costs are lower than projected in the 2012 rule, and EPA determined that 
stronger standards would actually be feasible and cost effective). The Final 
Determination also establishes that the 2025 standards can be met with very 
low levels of strong hybridization and full electrification, all while preserving 
consumer choice and ensuring fuel cost savings in all sizes of vehicles. In 
addition, independent studies establish that the standards will benefit the 
auto industry, and drive job and economic growth. Independent analyses 
also find that the standards will create jobs and economic growth, and rebut 
opponents' claims that the standards will result in prohibitive vehicle prices. 

Given its size and connections to so many other sectors, the health of the 
auto industry has a significant impact on the broader economy. The current 
National Program represents a critical opportunity to strengthen our 
economy and create jobs- both by benefiting the auto industry and by 
ensuring fuel cost savings, which in turn will increase spending on non
energy goods and services. In addition, given the important role of strong 
standards in driving innovation, the standards will also help ensure the 
global competitiveness of the industry. Finally, given that transportation is 
now the largest source of GHG emissions in the U.S., strong clean car 
standards are imperative, both to meet our climate goals as well as our 
climate commitments under the Paris Agreement. 
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An commissioned by Ceres and produced by independent automotive 
industry analysts Alan Baum and Dan Luria finds that the current National Program will 
reduce risk for the Detroit Three and benefit suppliers. First, the study shows that the Detroit 
Three will remain profitable under the current standards even at a very low $1.80 per gallon 
fuel price. Second, current standards provide insurance for the Detroit Three automakers and 
their suppliers against future market share losses in the event of a fuel price spike. Third, 
regulatory certainty is valuable to automakers, and especially to the Tier One suppliers that 
are making the majority of fuel-saving technology investments in research, development and 
production capacity by ensuring returns on their investments. Fourth, the analysis found that 
the standards provide significant benefits to suppliers, which stand to gain about $90 billion 
in increased orders under the standards. Notably, Tier One auto suppliers make up a 
significantly larger portion of the economy than the automakers, and employ over half a 
million Americans -more than two and a halftimes as many people as the automakers 
employ. Finally, weakening the standards could make the U.S. the outlier among global 
regulatory regimes, and put the Detroit Three at a disadvantage by undermining their ability 
to achieve economies of scale through increased use of global platforms. Another study, 
,C!:!:~~--'="~~ commissioned by Ceres and authored by Management Information Services, 
found that the standards would create approximately 484,000 new jobs economy-wide, and 
that national gross economic output would be approximately $21.3 billion higher under the 
current standards. These study findings underscore the economic importance of the current 
standards to both automakers and suppliers, as well as to the broader economy. 

Careful examination of the arguments made by those seeking to weaken the standards reveals 
flawed arguments and unsupported assumptions. For example, Ceres commissioned Baum 
and Luria to assess the argument that standards are making new vehicles unaffordable for the 
average consumer; Baum and Luria found that that the standards play a minor role in price 
increases. In fact, their shows that the increased price of an average new car or truck 
is due to changes in consumer income distribution and preferences, as well as to automakers' 
own business strategies. Many expensive and profitable features have gone from optional to 
nearly universal on car companies' entire model line-up. Auto makers are adding these additional 
luxury features in order to target the average new car buyer, whose income is 175% that of 
the median U.S. household, and who wants and is able to pay for those features. Providing 
higher-priced vehicles with higher trim levels has contributed to record profits for 
automakers, and the increasing sales of more profitable and larger crossover vehicles has 
been the major driver of the increase in new vehicles' prices, rather than costs associated with 
fuel economy regulations. Similarly, Baum and Luria an claiming sales 
and job losses under the standards, and concluded that it was flawed and based on unfounded 
assumptions- for example, the industry study's outdated cost estimates are based on a 1991 
study and incorrectly assumes that automakers will pass on all their costs to consumers. In 
contrast, the Final Determination is based on rigorous updated analyses and the draft TAR, 
which was issued jointly by the National Highway Safety Administration (NHTSA), the 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the California Air Resources Board, and is based 
on years of comprehensive and robust analysis informed by a wide range of industry 
stakeholders, the 2015 National Academy of Science report, a wide range of technical experts, 
and a variety of other stakeholders. 
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As successful American businesses, we know the importance of recognizing and seizing 
opportunities. We support staying the course on the standards because they represent an 
important opportunity to strengthen our economy, save consumers and businesses money, 
enhance the competitiveness of the American auto industry, and mitigate climate risk 

Sincerely, 

Anne Kelly 
On behalf of Business for Innovative Climate and Energy Policy [BICEP] 
Director, BICEP 

cc: 

Secretary Elaine Chao 
U.S. Department of Transportation 
1200 New Jersey Ave, S.E. 
Washington, DC 20590 

Bill Charmley 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Fuel Emissions Laboratory /OAR 
2565 Plymouth Road 
Ann Arbor, MI 48105 

Christopher Grundler 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania, N.W. 
Mail Code 6401A 
Washington, D.C. 20460 

Michael Olechiw 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Fuel Emissions Laboratory /OAR 
2565 Plymouth Road 
Ann Arbor, MI 48105 

James Tamm 
Department of Transportation 
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. 
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Washington, DC 20590 

Rebecca Yoon 
Office of Chief Counsel 
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. 
Washington, DC 20590 

Mike McCarthy 
California Air Resources Board 
1001 "I" Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Annette Herbert 
California Air Resources Board 
1001 "I" Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
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January 6, 2017 (update to December 3, 2016/etter) 

Administrator Gina McCarthy 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20460 

Secretary Anthony Foxx 
U.S. Department of Transportation 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. 
Washington, D.C. 20590 

Re. Proposed Determination Regarding 2022-2025 Model Year Light-Duty Vehicle 
Greenhouse Gas Emission Standards; EPA-HQ-OAR-2015-0827 

Dear Administrator McCarthy, 

As long-term investors with over $7 40 billion in assets under management, 
we are writing to voice our strong support for EPA's Proposed Determination that 
the current standards for model years 2022-2025 (MY 2022-2025) Greenhouse Gas 
(GHG) Emissions standards remain appropriate. 

The standards represent a critical opportunity to strengthen the U.S. economy and 
create jobs- both by benefiting the auto industry and by ensuring fuel cost savings, 
which in turn will increase spending on non-energy goods and services. In addition, 
given the critical role of strong standards in driving innovation, the standards will 
also help ensure the global competitiveness of the industry. 

An economic analysis1 commissioned by Ceres and produced by independent 
automotive industry analysts found that the current National Program would 
reduce risk for the Detroit Three and benefit suppliers. First, the study shows that 
the Detroit Three will remain profitable under the current standards under all fuel 
price scenarios considered- even under a very low $1.80 per gallon fuel price. 
Second, the current standards provide insurance for the Detroit Three automakers 
and their suppliers against future market losses in the event of a fuel price spike. 
Third, regulatory certainty is valuable to automakers, and especially the Tier One 
suppliers, who are making the majority of fuel-saving technology investments in 
research, development and production capacity; the standards will allow them to 
realize returns on their investments and avoid stranded costs. Fourth, the analysis 
found that the standards provide significant benefits to suppliers, which make up a 
significantly larger portion of the economy than the automakers, and employ over 
half a million Americans - over two and a half times more people than the 
automakers. Specifically, the study found that Tier One auto suppliers stand to gain 

1 
http: I /www. ceres .org/fi les/ an alyst-b rief-econ omic-effects-on-us-automa kers-a n d-su pp li ers/ at_d own load/file 
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about $90 billion in increased orders for fuel-saving technology under the current 
standards (in the 2014-2025 time frame). Fifth, weakening the standards could 
make the U.S. an outlier among global regulatory regimes, and put the Detroit Three 
at a disadvantage because it would undermine their ability to achieve economies of 
scale through increased use of global platforms. 

Finally, strong standards will serve to mitigate the economic risks associated with 
our continuing dependence on oil as well as climate change. In light of the volatility 
of fuel prices, strong standards are needed in order to reduce transportation costs 
for businesses and consumers. In addition, climate change presents significant 
long-term risks to the global economy, and to investors across all asset classes. 
Strong standards will serve to mitigate that risk by providing significant GHG 
reductions; the MY 2022-2025 standards would save approximately 537 million 
metric tons of GHG emissions, and reduce oil use by 1.2 billion barrels.2 

In sum, the standards will strengthen the U.S. economy, provide the regulatory 
certainty needed to spur innovation, reduce both our dependence on oil and climate 
risk, save businesses and consumers money, and create jobs. Accordingly, we urge 
that EPA issue a Final Determination preserving the MY 2022-2025 standards. 

Sincerely, 

California State Teachers' Retirement System 
Office of the New York State Comptroller 
New York City Office of the Comptroller 
Office of the Connecticut Treasurer 
ACTIAM 
Breckinridge Capitol Advisors 
Trinity Health 
Presbyterian Church U.S.A. 
Dignity Health 
Trilogy Global Advisors LP 
Dana Investment Advisors 
Miller /Howard Investments, Inc. 
NEI Investments 
Pax World Management LLC 
Walden Asset Management 
Everence and the Praxis Mutual Funds 
Trillium Asset Management 
Domini Impact Investments LLC 
Reynders, McVeigh Capital Management, LLC 
Mercy Investment Services 
Seventh Generation Interfaith Inc 

2 
Proposed Determination at 11 
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Sustainability & Impact Investing Group, Rockefeller Asset Management 
First Affirmative Financial Network 
Zevin Asset Management 
The George Gund Foundation 
Unitarian Universalist Association 
Sonen Capital LLC 
Green Century Capital Management 
Friends Fiduciary Corporation 
MissionPoint Partners 
Arjuna Capital 
Mennonite Education Agency 
Tri-State Coalition for Responsible Investment 
Sierra Club Foundation 
Sisters of St. Dominic of Caldwell NJ 
Christopher Reynolds Foundation 
BVM Shareholder Education & Advocacy Group 
ICCR (Interfaith Center on Corporate Responsibility) 
Sisters of Saint Joseph of Chestnut Hill, Philadelphia, PA 
Sisters of St. Francis of Philadelphia 
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3, 

cc: 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000446-00001 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006421 Production Set #1 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000446-00002 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006421 Production Set #1 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000446-00003 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006421 Production Set #1 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000446-00004 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006421 Production Set #1 

Investment 
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To: Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; Moran, Robin[moran.robin@epa.gov]; Olechiw, 
Michael[olechiw.michael@epa.gov]; Bolon, Kevin[Bolon.Kevin@epa.gov] 
From: Alson, Jeff 
Sent: Wed 2/15/2017 4:38:37 PM 
Subject: RE: Industry Chiefs to Trump: Give Us Clarity, Stability 

The oped and Detroit News quote take two different approaches, it will be interesting to see 
where he ends up. 

From: Charmley, William 
Sent: Wednesday, February 15, 2017 10:31 AM 
To: Moran, Robin <moran.robin@epa.gov>; Olechiw, Michael <olechiw.michael@epa.gov>; 
Bolon, Kevin <Bolon.Kevin@epa.gov>; Alsen, Jeff <alson.jeff@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Industry Chiefs to Trump: Give Us Clarity, Stability 

Robin-

I had not seen this article in the Detroit News, but I did see the Borg Warner CEO James Verrier 
in the press yesterday- he wrote an editorial/commentary in Fortune, which I copied below; 

Commentary 

What's Blocking Adoption Of More Fuel-
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Efficient Cars 

Feb 13, 2017 

As Donald Trump is now in office as America's new president, it's worth reminding the 
world that if his administration does indeed roll back regulations supporting clean 
vehicle technology, that does not mean that the progress will halt completely. The rate 
of improvement is what matters the most. There's a way to balance clean energy with 
the needs of consumers, automakers and governments. 

The automotive industry has made progress towards a cleaner, more energy-efficient 
world. In the last decade alone, suppliers, manufacturers, government regulators and 
consumers have cooperated in unprecedented ways to ensure the vehicles we drive 
every day are cleaner and more efficient. One example is agreement on long-term fuel 
economy standards that provides the industry time to plan, make long-term business 
decisions and gives consumers a wide variety of vehicles that are increasingly more fuel
efficient. We should all work to continually build on this momentum. 

In order to make the biggest positive impact on the environment, new technologies need 
to make their way into the mainstream quickly in a meaningful way- not in piecemeal, 
but in high volume. The technology can't be too advanced; too expensive or force 
consumers to compromise. This would turn them off and push them to delay their 
purchase. It is also not acceptable for the technology to be transparent and affordable, 
but make little improvement. It has to be just right. 

The U.S. Federal regulations that have to be "just right" are called CAFE (Corporate 
Average Fuel Economy), which determine the required rate of light-vehicle fuel 
economy and C02 improvement through 2025 and are currently being debated. The 
debate must factor in costs and how likely consumers are willing to adopt new vehicles 
into their daily lives. It cannot be a decision based purely on what technology is 
available, which could set the rate too high. Nor can it be decided on a general notion 
that less regulation is good, which could disconnect us with the standards being 
pursued across the world. It is in the best interest of all those involved in the debate
automakers, industry groups and the administration-- to harmonize U.S. discussions 
with what's happening around the globe in order to efficiently make the biggest positive 
impact on the environment. 

I believe there is a universal desire for clean, energy-efficient vehicles. While we cannot 
predict the future of CAFE regulations in the United States, our hope is that we embrace 
the progress we've made and work together to balance consumer demands with 
environmental needs. Focusing on the proper rate of improvements that result in high
volume technology solutions on the road quickly is good for consumers, the industry and 
the environment. 
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James Verrier is president and chief executive officer Inc., a 
Fortune 500 company focused on clean and efficient propulsion technologies for 
combustion, hybrid and electric vehicles. 

From: Moran, Robin 
Sent: Wednesday, February 15, 2017 10:25 AM 
To: Charmley, William <grm,~~rrrnw"~"L:::.~@n1@~§!:..9lQY> Olechiw, Michael 

!2QIQ!~!!J.@§~li> Alsen, Jeff 

Subject: FW: Industry Chiefs to Trump: Give Us Clarity, Stability 

Trump's willingness to reach out and speak directly to business leaders is a positive, said James 
Verrier, president and CEO of Borg Warner. At the same time, he said he wants Trump to leave 
progress made on Corporate Average Fuel Economy standards alone. 

"Do not slow down the pace on CAFE standards," he said. "We've come a long way as an 
industry and we need to keep going forward. Don't go backwards and don't slow down." 

From: NADA Headlines [n:li~m§St!lli@S;llllli~ID~~::g] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 15, 2017 10:20 AM 
To: Moran, Robin <rr~rmr~~ IJ..:.[QJ;;~~lli!:.QQy_> 
Subject: Industry Chiefs to Trump: Give Us Clarity, Stability 

View Web Version 

ED_001220_00000602-00003 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006421 Production Set #1 

The heads of major suppliers in the auto industry are looking for 
and stability from a new presidential administration that, to 

date, has offered little of either. Despite Donald Trump's meetings 
with leaders of the country's top manufacturers- including the 
Detroit Three -the supporting network of parts suppliers remain 
uncertain of what's to come. Tuesday, during a meeting on mobility 
issues hosted by the Detroit Economic Club, the heads of three 
major auto suppliers offered their takes on what they need from the 
Trump administration. 
Source: The Detroit News 

Sponsored 
by 
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Car Testin 

Automakers pushed members of Congress on Tuesday to give them 
space to develop self-driving cars as lawmakers consider federal 
regulations for the emerging technology. Mike Abelson, vice 
president of global strategy at General Motors Co., told members of 
the U.S. House Energy and Commerce Committee that federal 
regulations for motor vehicles will have to be updated to clear the 
way for self-driving cars. He cautioned lawmakers about over
regulating the new technology. 
Source: The Detroit News 

roval to Volkswa en Vehicle 

Objectors can now raise any concerns before final hearing that 
could come as soon as May 11 

Volkswagen AG won a U.S. court's initial blessing Tuesday for a 
roughly $1.2 billion settlement reached with drivers of larger diesel
powered vehicles affected by the auto maker's diesel-emissions 
scandaL The deal, which applies to around 77,000 diesel vehicles 
with 3-liter engines, is one of the last unresolved pieces left in the 
U.S. court case brought over the diesel crisis. Volkswagen continues 
to face private litigation and government probes abroad related to 
revelation that 11 million cars world-wide were equipped with 
software that allows the diesel vehicles to dupe emissions tests. U.S. 
regulators first disclosed the misconduct in September 2015. 
Source: The Wall Street Journal 

Toyota Motor Corp.'s chairman, who led the development of the 
Toyota Prius, expects the latest plug-in hybrid vehicles (PHVs) will 
catch on VJith consumers far more rapidly than the original Prius did. 
Known as the "father of the Prius" for his role in popularizing the 
world's best-selling hybrid car, Takeshi Uchiyamada said he 
expected to sell 1 million plug-in hybrids in less than 10 years, the 
time it took for sales of its conventional hybrid vehicles to hit that 
mark. 
Source: Reuters 

Join NADA and FTC attorney John Hallerud in a webinar covering 
the changes to the Used Car Rule and the revised Buyers Guide. 
Learn how to properly produce, use and complete the revised l:juver·sl 
Guide, and ask your questions directly to the FTC. This webinar is 
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open to dealers, dealership staff, dealer attorneys, dealership 
compliance professionals, and dealership forms providers. 

to register. 

Date: Thursday, Feb. 16,2017 
Time: 1 p.m. ET 
Duration: 75 minutes 
Source: NADA 

For participating in the study, dealerships will receive two 
complimentary reports. 

With a retail workforce topping 1 million and the industry poised for 
growth, dealerships need to focus on hiring and keeping talented 
employees. The NADA Dealership Workforce Study (DWS) provides 
one-of-a-kind analysis of dealership pay plans and benefit packages, 
retention and turnover, employee benefits, work schedules and 
demographics. It is based on actual payroll data and questionnaire 
responses submitted by NADA and A TD members. The DWS is 
open for participation now through April 28, 2017, at 

In return for participating in the study, dealerships will receive two 
complimentary reports: (1) Automotive Retail: National and Regional 
Trends in Compensation, Benefits and Retention and (2) a custom 
report, which includes comparisons of the dealership(s) to peers 
nationally, regionally, by state and brand. All data must be 
submitted by April28, 2017. To participate in the study, go to 

~~~~~~~~~:~:Q!!!. to begin. For questions, email 

Source: NADA Dealership Operations 

with Their Families 

The Super Bowl is known for the commercials during the game but 
this year, one automaker placed theirs after the contest was over. 
Hyundai's ad, called "A Better Super Bowl," visually transported 
three soldiers to Houston's NRG Stadium using 360-degree pods 
that placed them in a suite with their family members attending the 
game. 
Source: Automotive News 

Past Articles 
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For more info, visit nada.org. Any opinions or statements contained herein do not 
necessarily reflect the views of NADA Factual errors are the responsibility of the 
listed publication. This email may contain an advertisement of NADA products 
and services. Questions or comments concerning NADA Headlines content may 
be directed to publicaffairs@nada.org. To unsubscribe from future editions of 
NADA Headlines, click here or contact NADA, 8400 Westpark Drive, Tysons, VA 
22102. 
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To: Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; Olechiw, Michael[olechiw.michael@epa.gov]; 
Bolon, Kevin[Bolon.Kevin@epa.gov]; Alson, Jeff[alson.jeff@epa.gov] 
From: Moran, Robin 
Sent: Wed 2/15/2017 3:24:36 PM 
Subject: FW: Industry Chiefs to Trump: Give Us Clarity, Stability 

Trump's willingness to reach out and speak directly to business leaders is a positive, said James 
Verrier, president and CEO of Borg Warner. At the same time, he said he wants Trump to leave 
progress made on Corporate Average Fuel Economy standards alone. 

"Do not slow down the pace on CAFE standards," he said. "We've come a long way as an 
industry and we need to keep going forward. Don't go backwards and don't slow down." 

From: NADA Headlines [mailto:nadaheadlines@nada.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 15, 2017 10:20 AM 
To: Moran, Robin <moran.robin@epa.gov> 
Subject: Industry Chiefs to Trump: Give Us Clarity, Stability 

View Web Version 
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armakers: Don't Overre 

The heads of major suppliers in the auto industry are looking for 
clarity and stability from a new presidential administration that, to 
date, has offered little of either. Despite Donald Trump's meetings 
with leaders of the country's top manufacturers - including the 
Detroit Three -the supporting network of parts suppliers remain 
uncertain of what's to come. Tuesday, during a meeting on mobility 
issues hosted by the Detroit Economic Club, the heads of three 
major auto suppliers offered their takes on what they need from the 
Trump administration. 
Source: The Detroit News 

Car Testin 

Automakers pushed members of Congress on Tuesday to give 
them space to develop self-driving cars as lawmakers consider 
federal regulations for the emerging technology. Mike Abelson, vice 
president of global strategy at General Motors Co., told members of 
the U.S. House Energy and Commerce Committee that federal 
regulations for motor vehicles will have to be updated to clear the 
way for self-driving cars. He cautioned lawmakers about over
regulating the new technology. 
Source: The Detroit News 

roval to Volkswa en Vehicle 

Objectors can now raise any concerns before final hearing that 
could come as soon as May 11 

Volkswagen AG won a U.S. court's initial blessing Tuesday for a 
roughly $1.2 billion settlement reached with drivers of larger diesel
powered vehicles affected by the auto maker's diesel-emissions 
scandal. The deal, which applies to around 77,000 diesel vehicles 
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with 3-liter engines, is one of the last unresolved pieces left in the 
U.S. court case brought over the diesel crisis. Volkswagen 
continues to face private litigation and government probes abroad 
related to the revelation that 11 million cars world-wide were 
equipped with software that allows the diesel vehicles to dupe 
emissions tests. U.S. regulators first disclosed the misconduct in 
September 2015. 
Source: The Wall Street Journal 

Toyota Motor Corp.'s chairman, who led the development of the 
Toyota Prius, expects the latest plug-in hybrid vehicles (PHVs) will 
catch on with consumers far more rapidly than the original Prius did. 
Known as the "father of the Prius" for his role in popularizing the 
world's best-selling hybrid car, Takeshi Uchiyamada said he 
expected to sell 1 million plug-in hybrids in less than 10 years, the 
time it took for sales of its conventional hybrid vehicles to hit that 
mark. 
Source: Reuters 

Join NADA and FTC attorney John Hallerud in a webinar covering 
the changes to the Used Car Rule and the revised Buyers Guide. 
Learn how to properly produce, use and complete the revised 
Buyers Guide, and ask your questions directly to the FTC. This 
webinar is open to dealers, dealership staff, dealer attorneys, 
dealership compliance professionals, and dealership forms 
providers. to register. 

Date: Thursday, Feb. 16,2017 
Time: 1 p.m. ET 
Duration: 75 minutes 
Source: NADA 

For participating in the study, dealerships will receive two 
complimentary reports. 

With a retail workforce topping 1 million and the industry poised for 
growth, dealerships need to focus on hiring and keeping talented 
employees. The NADA Dealership Workforce Study (DWS) 
provides one-of-a-kind analysis of dealership pay plans and benefit 
packages, retention and turnover, employee benefits, work 
schedules and demographics. It is based on actual payroll data and 
questionnaire responses submitted by NADA and ATD members. 
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The DWS is open for participation now through April28, 2017, 
at~~~~~~~~~n. 

In return for participating in the study, dealerships will receive two 
complimentary reports: (1) Automotive Retail: National and Region a 
Trends in Compensation, Benefits and Retention and (2) a custom 
report, which includes comparisons of the dealership(s) to peers 
nationally, regionally, by state and brand. All data must be 
submitted by April28, 2017. To participate in the study, go to 

~~~~~~~~~:~:Q!!!. to begin. For questions, email 

Source: NADA Dealership Operations 

with Their Families 

The Super Bowl is known for the commercials during the game but 
this year, one automaker placed theirs after the contest was over. 
Hyundai's ad, called "A Better Super Bowl," visually transported 
three soldiers to Houston's NRG Stadium using 360-degree pods 
that placed them in a suite with their family members attending the 
game. 
Source: Automotive News 

Past Articles 

"Environment; 
awareness 
has become a 
bigger issue 
today than it 
was 20 years 
ago, and 
demand for 
environmental 
conscious 
products has 
increased." 
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viewing. 
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For more info, visit nada.org. Any opinions or statements contained herein do not 
necessarily reflect the views of NADA Factual errors are the responsibility of the 
listed publication. This email may contain an advertisement of NADA products 
and services. Questions or comments concerning NADA Headlines content may 
be directed to publicaffairs@nada.org. To unsubscribe from future editions of 
NADA Headlines, click here or contact NADA, 8400 Westpark Drive, Tysons, VA 
22102. 
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To: Acevedo, Frank[acevedo.francisco@epa.gov]; Alson, Jeff[alson.jeff@epa.gov]; Argyropoulos, 
Pau I[Argyropou los. Pau l@epa .gov]; Audette, Lucie[ audette .lucie@e pa. gov]; Barba, 
Daniei[Barba. Daniel@epa.gov]; Beardslee, Renee[Beardslee. Renee@epa.gov]; Beardsley, 
Megan[Beardsley. Megan@epa .gov]; Birgfeld, Erin[Birgfeld. Erin@epa.gov]; Sizer -Cox, Dan iei[Bizer
Cox.Daniel@epa.gov]; Blubaugh, Jim[Biubaugh.Jim@epa.gov]; Bradish, 
Tracey[bradish.tracey@epa.gov]; Brusstar, Matt[brusstar.matt@epa.gov]; Bunker, 
Byron[bunker.byron@epa.gov]; Burch, Julia[Burch.Julia@epa.gov]; Bynum, 
Cheryl[bynum.cheryl@epa.gov]; Caldwell, Amy[caldwell.amy@epa.gov]; Charmley, 
William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; Chatfield, Ethan[chatfield.ethan@epa.gov]; Cohen, 
Janet[cohen.janet@epa.gov]; Cook, Leila[cook.leila@epa.gov]; Cullen, Angela[cullen.angela@epa.gov]; 
Dickinson, David[Dickinson.David@epa.gov]; Dietrich, Gwen[Dietrich.Gwen@epa.gov]; Dotzel, 
Kathryn[dotzel.kathryn@epa.gov]; Fowlkes, Sarah[fowlkes.sarah@epa.gov]; Galano, 
Fidei[Galano.Fidel@epa.gov]; Grundler, Christopher[grundler.christopher@epa.gov]; Haley, 
Mike[Haley. Mike@epa.gov]; Hassan, Nora[hassan. nora@epa.gov]; Haugen, 
David[haugen.david@epa.gov]; Helfand, Gloria[helfand.gloria@epa.gov]; Hengst, 
Benjamin[Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov]; Henning, Julie[henning.julie@epa.gov]; Hoyer, 
Marion[hoyer.marion@epa.gov]; Hula, Aaron[Hula.Aaron@epa.gov]; lmfeld, 
Sterling[imfeld.sterling@epa.gov]; Jackson, CleophasUackson.cleophas@epa.gov]; Johnson, 
Dennis[Johnson.Dennis@epa.gov]; Keller, Jennifer[Keller.Jennifer@epa.gov]; Kolowich, 
Bruce[kolowich.bruce@epa.gov]; Le, Madison[Le.Madison@epa.gov]; Levin, 
David[Levin.David@epa.gov]; Lie, Sharyn[Lie.Sharyn@epa.gov]; Machiele, 
Paul[machiele.paul@epa.gov]; Maguire, Andrea[Maguire.Andrea@epa.gov]; Manners, 
Mary[manners.mary@epa.gov]; McCubbin, Courtney[McCubbin.Courtney@epa.gov]; Meekins, 
Tanya[Meekins.Tanya@epa.gov]; Michaels, Harvey[Michaels.Harvey@epa.gov]; Miller, 
Patrick[miiier. patrick@epa.govj; Mitcheii, George[Mitcheii. George@epa.govj; Moitzen, 
Michaei[Moltzen. Michael@epa .gov]; Mylan, Christopher[Mylan .Christopher@epa.gov]; Nam, 
Ed[nam.ed@epa.gov]; Nelson, Brian[nelson.brian@epa.gov]; Olechiw, 
Michael[olechiw.michael@epa.gov]; Patulski, Meg[patulski.meg@epa.gov]; Peralta, 
Maria[Peralta.Maria@epa.gov]; Revelt, Jean-Marie[revelt.jean-marie@epa.gov]; Samulski, 
Michael[samulski.michael@epa.gov]; Sargeant, Kathryn[sargeant.kathryn@epa.gov]; Schenk, 
Ruth[schenk.ruth@epa.gov]; Schweinfurth, Rob[Schweinfurth.Rob@epa.gov]; Scoville, 
Pat[Scoville.Pat@epa.gov]; Simon, Kari[Simon.Karl@epa.gov]; Snapp, Lisa[snapp.lisa@epa.gov]; 
Spears, Matthew[spears.matthew@epa.gov]; Spieth, John[Spieth.John@epa.gov]; Storhok, 
I nes[storhok. ines@epa.gov]; Suarez, Patricia[ suarez. patricia@epa .gov]; Sun, Lisa[Sun. Lisa@epa.gov]; 
Sutton, Tia[sutton.tia@epa.gov]; VanGessel, Benjamin[vangessel.benjamin@epa.gov]; Vawters, 
Katie[Vawters.Katie@epa.gov]; Watkins, Erica[Watkins.Erica@epa.gov]; Wehrly, 
Linc[wehrly.linc@epa.gov]; Weihrauch, John[Weihrauch.John@epa.gov]; Wilcox, 
Jason[Wilcox.Jason@epa.gov]; Witkowski, Nicolas[witkowski.nicolas@epa.gov]; Zaremski, 
Sara[zaremski.sara@epa.gov] 
From: Richards, David 
Sent: Tue 2/14/2017 2:59:13 PM 
Subject: OT AQ Daily News Brief 

OTAQ Daily News Brief 

**Welcome everyone to OTAQ's daily news listserv. The OTAQ Daily News Brief compiles 
articles from around the world focused on our office's work; this includes everything from 
light duty/heavy duty vehicles, electric vehicles, air quality studies, aircrafts, boats and 
ships, to alternative fuels, and of course, climate change. If you'd like to be removed or 
would like to add another person to the listserv please contact David Richards at 
llilli!~hl!~~!ki!!h@:!::· Feedback welcomed. Thanks and enjoy! 
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Biodiesel Magazine 

In continuation of the ongoing legal dispute over volumes set by the U.S. EPA under the 
renewable fuel standard (RFS) vs. statutory volumes required by Congress, the National 
Biodiesel Board filed a petition Feb. 10 asking the U.S. Court of Appeals to review EPA's final 
volume standards for 2017 and the biomass-based diesel volume set for 2018. "This is essentially 
a continuation of last year's petition," said Anne Steckel, vice president of federal affairs for the 
National Biodiesel Board. Last year, NBB joined several other parties to challenge EPA's final 
RFS volumes the agency set for 2014-'16. One ofNBB's arguments is that EPA unjustifiably 
reduced overall advanced biofuel volumes in the 2014-' 16 ruling based on its authority in the 
cellulosic waiver. "Congress sought to increase 'production' of renewable fuels and could not 
have intended EPA to base RFS volumes using an analysis so complex that EPA admittedly 
'cannot make reliable predictions,"' NBB argued in a reply brief filed Jan. 30. "EPA ignored 
Congress's directives. Its approach has not 'prioritized' growth in advanced biofuels, as 
Congress envisioned. It prioritizes reducing obligated parties' compliance costs. That approach 
deserves no deference. EPA eschewed the statute's language, structure, and goals to give itself 
broad discretion. It ignored the weight of the evidence in favor of conclusory (and erroneous) 
statements-hallmarks of arbitrary action." 

The Hill 

Senate Democrats are investigating the role that President Trump's adviser Carl Icahn is playing 
in setting the administration's ethanol policy. The Democrats are concerned that Icahn, a prolific 
investor whose holding company owns more than 80 percent of fuel refiner CVR Energy, is 
using his advisory role to steer ethanol policies in his favor. Sen. Sheldon Whitehouse (D-R.I.) 
and six of his colleagues wrote to White House counsel Don McGahn Monday, asking for details 
about what kahn's interactions with the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), how he 
influenced Trump's decision to pick Scott Pruitt to lead the agency, whether Icahn is recusing 
himself from some matters and more. Details that have been reported about Icahn and his role in 
the administration "suggest a conflict of interest between Mr. Icahn and advice he gave President 
Trump on the nomination of Mr. Pruitt," the senators wrote. "They further suggest he will be 
actively working to change RFS regulations to benefit CVR. And with a sprawling business 
empire and potentially unlimited portfolio in the administration to address 'strangling 
regulations,' Mr. Icahn' s role presents an unacceptable risk of further real or potential conflicts 
of interest absent immediate and thorough steps to address them." 
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NPR 

The Chevrolet Bolt EV, which is now hitting the market, could be the first of a new wave of 
game-changing electric vehicles. Its longer range and lower price could attract new buyers to the 
electric car market, but there's uncertainty over whether federal tax incentives will continue and 
whether California will be allowed to keep tougher emissions rules under President Trump. GM 
is marketing the Bolt as a small crossover. It has the footprint of a sub-compact and the interior 
space of a standard car. More important is its range of 238 miles and price tag of $30,000, after 
the $7,500 federal tax credit offered on electric vehicles. Currently, the only other all-electric 
cars for sale with that kind of range are Teslas, which cost upwards of $70,000. "In all our 
research, we've talked to consumers, and really that 200-mile EV range at the affordable price 
was kind of the tipping point for them to really consider this a mainstream vehicle, so we went 
after that," says Darin Gesse. GM is rolling out the Bolt in phases: It's currently available in 
California, Oregon, Maryland, Virginia and Massachusetts, and will be in all 50 states by the 
fall. 

Auto World News 

Global car manufacturers are now realizing the potential of electric vehicles. Enthusiasts 
continue to be optimistic about them and skeptics are slowly beginning to understand its impact 
on both the economy and the environment. Electric vehicles and the future. It all began with 
Tesla's introduction to the automotive industry with its high-performance all-electric cars 
models. The company is, in fact, in the process of producing over 1 million EV models by 2020. 
American car manufacturer Ford has followed suit and has even committed US$4.5 billion in the 
development of 13 new EV models by the same year. The value and worth of these electronic 
vehicles are a no-brainer. Technology is evolving fast allowing companies to achieve 
environmentally-friendly and power efficiency in their products. The popularity of these vehicles 
amongst the buying public is gradually increasing thanks to several factors. These factors include 
low battery prices which are in part due to quick technological advancement. In addition, ultra
low emission zones are quickly growing with industrial sectors pushing for a decrease in carbon 
emissions. Industry standards are slowly shifting towards a more environmentally friendly 
stance. The only obvious way to comply with these eco-friendly standards would be to 
manufacture EV models. 

Environmental Leader 
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General Motors, Ford, Toyota and 15 other major automakers have urged President Donald 
Trump to reverse a decision by the Obama administration to lock in fuel efficiency rules for 
model years 2022-2025 cars and light trucks. In a letter obtained by Reuters the chief executives 
of GM, Ford, Fiat Chrysler Automobiles NV, along with the top North American executives at 
Toyota, Volkswagen, Honda, Hyundai and Nissan called on Trump to to reopen the midterm 
review "without prejudging the outcome" and praised Trump's "personal focus on steps to 
strengthen the economy in the United States and your commitment to jobs in our sector." Despite 
automakers' concerns that the new fuel economy standards are neither achievable nor cost
effective, the EPA on Jan. 13 finalized rules that it said will result in fleetwide average fuel 
economy sticker values of 36 miles a gallon by the model year 2025, 10 miles a gallon higher 
than the current fleet average. This also concluded the mid-term review of the Obama 
administration's car pollution standards, which have required automakers to improve cars' fuel 
efficiency and reduce emissions every year beginning with model year 2012. To get the industry 
to agree to the standards in 2011, the administration agreed to conduct a mid-term review. Both 
actions - the finalized standards and the end of the mid-term review -happened earlier than 
expected. The final determination was due by April2018. Automakers say the EPA rushed the 
process in a political move to push the rules through before Trump took office on Jan. 20. Ford 
and other major automakers immediately began lobbying Trump and the EPA to roll back the 
fuel-efficiency standards. In late January Trump met with Ford CEO Mark Fields, General 
Motors CEO Mary Barra and Fiat Chrysler CEO Sergio Marchionne where the executives also 
raised the issue. 

International 

Reuters 

China and India accounted for more than half of the total number of global deaths attributable to 
air pollution in 2015, researchers said in a study published on Tuesday. The U.S.-based Health 
Effects Institute (HEI) found that air pollution caused more than 4.2 million early deaths 
worldwide in 2015, making it the fifth highest cause of death, with about 2.2 million deaths in 
China and India. The institute's study, the first of its kind, was based on the Global Burden of 
Disease (GBD) project, a database backed by the Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation that tracks 
the role that behavioural, dietary and environmental factors play in deaths across 195 countries. 
New evidence and methodologies mean that the estimate is significantly higher than the figure 
published by the World Health Organization last year, which put the number of global air 
pollution-related deaths in 2012 at 3 million, HEI said. The institute, which has also launched an 
online database showing the global impact of pollution on health (~~Yw~~Q!gJQI:rnJl!JL<Q!];), 
said 92 percent of the world's population lives in areas with unhealthy air. Air pollution has been 
linked to higher rates of cancer, stroke and heart disease, as well as chronic respiratory 
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conditions such as asthma. 

Reuters 

South Korea has filed a complaint against Nissan Motor's (720l.T) South Korean unit alleging 
that the Japanese car maker manipulated the fuel economy test results of its Infiniti Q50 sedan, a 
government official said on Tuesday. The transport ministry is also investigating BMW 
(BMWG.DE) and Porsche on a similar matter, the official, Koh Sung-woo, told Reuters. The 
Seoul Central District Prosecutors' Office has launched a probe into Nissan after a criminal 
compliant was filed by the ministry, a spokesman at the office said. Makers of imported cars, 
which have surged in popularity in recent years in South Korea, have been facing growing 
scrutiny in the country following Volkswagen's (VOWG _p.DE) emissions-test cheating scandal. 
The latest government action follows an announcement by South Korea's environment ministry 
last month that the sale of 10 models of Nissan, BMW and Porsche had been banned after the car 
makers were found to have fabricated documents on emissions and noise-level tests. The models 
banned include BMW's X5M and Porsche's Cayenne and Macan models. 

David Richards 

ORISE Research Participant 

Office of Transportation and Air Quality 

US Environmental Protection Agency 

ph. 202.564.4964 
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To: Acevedo, Frank[acevedo.francisco@epa.gov]; Alson, Jeff[alson.jeff@epa.gov]; Argyropoulos, 
Paui[Argyropoulos.Paul@epa.gov]; Audette, Lucie[audette.lucie@epa.gov]; Barba, 
Daniei[Barba. Daniel@epa.gov]; Beardslee, Renee[Beardslee. Renee@epa.gov]; Beardsley, 
Megan[Beardsley. Megan@epa .gov]; Birgfeld, Erin[Birgfeld. Erin@epa.gov]; Sizer -Cox, Dan iei[Bizer
Cox.Daniel@epa.gov]; Blubaugh, Jim[Biubaugh.Jim@epa.gov]; Bradish, 
Tracey[bradish.tracey@epa.gov]; Brusstar, Matt[brusstar.matt@epa.gov]; Bunker, 
Byron[bunker.byron@epa.gov]; Burch, Julia[Burch.Julia@epa.gov]; Bynum, 
Cheryl[bynum.cheryl@epa.gov]; Caldwell, Amy[caldwell.amy@epa.gov]; Charmley, 
William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; Chatfield, Ethan[chatfield.ethan@epa.gov]; Cohen, 
Janet[cohen.janet@epa.gov]; Cook, Leila[cook.leila@epa.gov]; Cullen, Angela[cullen.angela@epa.gov]; 
Dickinson, David[Dickinson.David@epa.gov]; Dietrich, Gwen[Dietrich.Gwen@epa.gov]; Dotzel, 
Kathryn[dotzel.kathryn@epa.gov]; Fowlkes, Sarah[fowlkes.sarah@epa.gov]; Galano, 
Fidei[Galano.Fidel@epa.gov]; Grundler, Christopher[grundler.christopher@epa.gov]; Haley, 
Mike[Haley.Mike@epa.gov]; Hassan, Nora[hassan.nora@epa.gov]; Haugen, 
David[haugen.david@epa.gov]; Helfand, Gloria[helfand.gloria@epa.gov]; Hengst, 
Benjamin[Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov]; Henning, Julie[henning.julie@epa.gov]; Hoyer, 
Marion[hoyer.marion@epa.gov]; Hula, Aaron[Hula.Aaron@epa.gov]; lmfeld, 
Sterling[imfeld.sterling@epa.gov]; Jackson, CleophasUackson.cleophas@epa.gov]; Johnson, 
Dennis[Johnson.Dennis@epa.gov]; Keller, Jennifer[Keller.Jennifer@epa.gov]; Kolowich, 
Bruce[kolowich.bruce@epa.gov]; Le, Madison[Le.Madison@epa.gov]; Levin, 
David[Levin.David@epa.gov]; Lie, Sharyn[Lie.Sharyn@epa.gov]; Machiele, 
Paul[machiele.paul@epa.gov]; Maguire, Andrea[Maguire.Andrea@epa.gov]; Manners, 
Mary[manners.mary@epa.gov]; McCubbin, Courtney[McCubbin.Courtney@epa.gov]; Meekins, 
Tanya[Meekins.Tanya@epa.gov]; Michaels, Harvey[Michaels.Harvey@epa.gov]; Mitchell, 
George[Mitchei i. George@epa .govj; Moitzen, M ichaei[Moitzen. M ichae i@epa. govj; Myian, 
Christopher[Mylan.Christopher@epa.gov]; Nam, Ed[nam.ed@epa.gov]; Nelson, 
Brian[nelson.brian@epa.gov]; Olechiw, Michael[olechiw.michael@epa.gov]; Patulski, 
Meg[patulski.meg@epa.gov]; Peralta, Maria[Peralta.Maria@epa.gov]; Revelt, Jean-Marie[revelt.jean
marie@epa.gov]; Samulski, Michael[samulski.michael@epa.gov]; Sargeant, 
Kathryn[sargeant.kathryn@epa.gov]; Schenk, Ruth[schenk.ruth@epa.gov]; Schweinfurth, 
Rob[Schweinfurth.Rob@epa.gov]; Scoville, Pat[Scoville.Pat@epa.gov]; Simon, 
Kari[Simon.Karl@epa.gov]; Snapp, Lisa[snapp.lisa@epa.gov]; Spears, 
Matthew[spears.matthew@epa.gov]; Spieth, John[Spieth.John@epa.gov]; Storhok, 
I nes[storhok. ines@epa.gov]; Suarez, Patricia[ suarez. patricia@epa .gov]; Sun, Lisa[Sun. Lisa@epa.gov]; 
Sutton, Tia[sutton.tia@epa.gov]; VanGessel, Benjamin[vangessel.benjamin@epa.gov]; Vawters, 
Katie[Vawters.Katie@epa.gov]; Watkins, Erica[Watkins.Erica@epa.gov]; Wehrly, 
Linc[wehrly.linc@epa.gov]; Weihrauch, John[Weihrauch.John@epa.gov]; Wilcox, 
Jason[Wilcox.Jason@epa.gov]; Witkowski, Nicolas[witkowski.nicolas@epa.gov]; Zaremski, 
Sara[zaremski.sara@epa.gov] 
From: Richards, David 
Sent: Mon 2/13/2017 4:50:31 PM 
Subject: OT AQ Daily News Brief 

OTAQ Daily News Brief 

**Welcome everyone to OTAQ's daily news listserv. The OTAQ Daily News Brief compiles 
articles from around the world focused on our office's work; this includes everything from 
light duty/heavy duty vehicles, electric vehicles, air quality studies, aircrafts, boats and 
ships, to alternative fuels, and of course, climate change. If you'd like to be removed or 
would like to add another person to the listserv please contact David Richards at 
llilli!~hl!~~!ki!!h@:!::· Feedback welcomed. Thanks and enjoy! 
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Bloomberg 

The chief executives of 18 automakers asked President Donald Trump to reinstate a U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency review of fuel efficiency regulations through 2025 that they 
say was unfairly cut short during the final days of the Obama administration. In a Feb. 10 letter, 
executives including Mary Barra of General Motors Co., Ford Motor Co.'s Mark Fields and Fiat 
Chrysler Automobiles NV boss Sergio Marchionne asked Trump to return the review to its 
original schedule, giving the new administration a chance to shape the outcome. "As recently as 
late last fall, EPA assured us that the MTR would not result in a final determination before the 
next administration came into office," the executives said in the letter, referring to a mid-term 
review of the regulations. Automakers agreed to the 2025 efficiency rules in 2011 in a landmark 
deal brokered by the Obama administration to boost fuel economy to a fleet average of more than 
50 miles per gallon by 2025. The deal aligned greenhouse gas limits set by the EPA and 
California's Air Resources Board with fuel economy regulations governed by the National 
Highway Traffic Safety Administration. 

Green Car Reports 

Mass adoption of electric cars and renewable energy could significantly decrease global 
consumption of fossil fuels. But does the established energy industry view these new 
developments as a threat? In a recent report, ExxonMobil said coal could continue to provide the 
majority of the world's electricity-generation capacity in 2040, and that electric cars would only 
make up around 10 percent of the U.S. new-car market by that time. Yet new estimates from 
other sources indicate ExxonMobil and other fossil-fuel giants might want to take electric cars 
and renewable energy more seriously. Falling costs for both electric cars and solar panels "could 
halt fossil-fuel growth by 2020," according to findings by Imperial College London and Carbon 
Tracker reported by The Guardian. By 2035, electric cars could make up 35 percent of the 
vehicle market, and could account for two-thirds of that market by 2050, according to the two 
institutions. 

Detroit News 

General Motors Co.'s new 2017 Chevrolet Cruze Diesel sedan achieves an estimated 52 miles 
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per gallon on the highway- the highest fuel economy of a non-hybrid or non electric.
according to the Environmental Protection Agency. The previous-generation Cruze diesel sedan 
was rated at 46 mpg highway. The Cruze Diesel comes standard with a new Ecotec 1.6-liter 
turbodiesel engine and a six-speed manual transmission offering 137 horsepower and 240 foot 
pounds of torque. Its range is up to 702 miles on the highway per diesel tank. Chevrolet said on 
Monday that the 2017 Cruze Diesel passed all U.S. environmental standards and validations. 
"Chevrolet is dedicated to offering customers a wide range of propulsion options," Steve 
Majoros, director of Chevrolet marketing, said in a statement. "We know there are customers 
looking for the right combination of fuel efficiency, driving dynamics, fuel type and more. With 
the EPA-estimated 52-mpg highway Cruze Diesel Sedan, they can get it all." 

Automotive News 

TO THE EDITOR: Automotive News was correct in calling out the Detroit 3 in its editorial in 
the Feb. 6 issue ("Detroit 3 should skip scare tactics in CAFE debate") for using scare tactics and 
squishy jobs research when lobbying the president on fuel economy standards. But the notion 
that a drop in the price of gas is reason enough to reopen the midterm review of the standards is 
misguided. It goes back to one of the three things we can all count on in life: death, taxes and 
fluctuating gas prices. It takes five years to design a light-duty vehicle, and they stay on the road 
for over a decade, so vehicle design needs to look ahead in 15-year increments. Standards cannot 
flip-flop every time the price of gas changes. Over the past decade, there has clearly been a very 
strong upward trend in gas prices. If we weaken the standards, automakers will get caught flat
footed, as in the past when prices spiked and consumers shed their gas guzzlers, opting for fuel
sipping foreign brands. 

Consumer Reports 

If you have even a slight anti-SUV mindset and miss the wagons of yore, like the spirited Audi 
A4 and Acura TSX wagons, we suggest checking out the Volkswagen Golf Alltrack and Subaru 
Outback. These modem wagons combine extroverted styling with all-weather traction, 
respectable fuel economy, and packaging versatility, conceding precious little to similarly priced 
SUVs. Although the Outback has led that anti-SUV brigade for several model generations, the 
Golf Alltrack debuted just in 2016. With its burly stance, the Alltrack does its best to look like a 
small-SUV alternative and attract outdoor thrill seekers. It comes with body cladding on the 
bumpers and fender flares, as well as a slight increase in ground clearance. All-wheel drive is 
standard. Considering the VW's European lineage, the Alltrack is an intriguing counter to the 
widely sold Outback. Because of their similarities, choosing the right one for you can be 
challenging. As with all comparisons, each wagon has its strengths and weaknesses. The photos 
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below allow you to drag left or right to compare the cars and reveal the exterior or interior of the 
Subaru Outback (left side in each photo) and Volkswagen Golf All track (right side). 

The Guardian 

You never see 'air pollution' written as the cause on death certificates," an expert once told me. 
If it was, she suggested, the enormous toll toxic air takes on the health of billions of the world's 
people would prompt a global emergency response. But the winds of change are now blasting the 
air pollution crisis to greater prominence - driven by new data, revelations about the impact of 
poisonous air on virtually all aspects of health and, crucially, the increasing anger of affected 
people and communities. There is no doubt that air pollution is a global crisis: it causes 6.5 
million early deaths a year. That is double the number of people lost to HIV I Aids, tuberculosis 
and malaria combined, and four times the number killed on the world's roads. In Africa, air 
pollution kills three times more people than malnutrition. Half the early deaths result from indoor 
cooking with smoky fuels, a problem linked closely to poverty and readily solved, if the will and 
means exist. But the other half results from outdoor air pollution- caused by traffic, power 
stations, factories, construction, heating and more - and is far more dispersed and harder to 
tackle. 

Yahoo News 

Detroit (AFP)- Despite uproar created by the diesel emissions cheating scandal at Volkswagen, 
Ford and General Motors are poised to offer new or revamped diesel vehicles to their American 
customers. It is a bold move, since only 255 diesel cars were sold in the US market in January, 
compared to the 5,000 to 10,000 a month rate for most of 2015 --before the VW scandal broke. 
GM sold just 1,400 Chevrolet Colorado and GMC Canyon compact pickup trucks with small 
diesel engines in 2016. That represented less than one percent of the trucks GM sold in this 
segment. But even as automakers tum increasingly to electric and hybrid engines to meet 
demand for cleaner cars, and more importantly to meet government efficiency standards, diesel 
remains an option. Diesel still produces better mileage than gasoline engines, so it can bolster the 
fleet-wide fuel economy average, which is critical to meeting US regulatory requirements. Ford 
is planning to launch a diesel version of its popular F -150 pickup truck, while GM has two diesel 
SUV models in the works, and even Mazda is adding a diesel SUV.- Demand challenge 

Reuters 
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The European Commission said on Monday it had approved German plans for an infrastructure 
network for charging electric vehicles across the country. The plan, at a total cost of 300 million 
euros ($319.4 million) over four years, will require that the electricity comes from renewable 
energy sources, with contracts awarded through an open tender process. "Electric vehicles can 
provide real benefits to society by reducing harmful emissions and noise pollution. The German 
support scheme will encourage consumers and businesses to use electric vehicles," EU 
Competition Commissioner Margrethe V estager said in a statement 

China is considering forcing steel and aluminum producers to cut more output, banning coal in 
one of the country's top ports and shutting some fertilizer and drug plants as Beijing intensifies 
its war on smog, a draft policy document shows. The Ministry of Environmental Protection 
(MEP) has proposed the measures in the document seen by Reuters. If implemented, they would 
be some of the most radical steps so far to tackle air quality in the country's most polluted cities. 
The move comes after China's northeast has battled some of the worst pollution in years as 
emissions from heavy industry, coal burning in winter and increased transport have left major 
cities including Beijing blanketed in thick smog. 

David Richards 

ORISE Research Participant 

Office of Transportation and Air Quality 

US Environmental Protection Agency 

ph. 202.564.4964 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 

Orlin, David[Orlin.David@epa.gov]; Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
Kataoka, Mark[Kataoka.Mark@epa.gov]; Hengst, Benjamin[Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov] 
Simon, Karl 

Sent: Mon 2/13/2017 2:44:43 PM 
Subject: RE: Auto industry leaders February 10, 2017 letter on Midterm Review to President Trump 

Not all of us are in HD discussion today so need to find a different time 

From: Orlin, David 
Sent: Monday, February 13, 2017 9:29AM 
To: Charmley, William <charmley.william@epa.gov> 
Cc: Kataoka, Mark <Kataoka.Mark@epa.gov>; Simon, Karl <Simon.Karl@epa.gov>; Hengst, 
Benjamin <Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Auto industry leaders February 10, 20171etter on Midterm Review to President 
Trump 

My guess is some things may move pretty fast once we have a new Administrator (which could 

[~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~;~i~~~~~ii~~i~ii~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-~~~~r~~~~~~~~~!~~~~~~~~~r-~·~-~~--~i-~ii·i~·ii·i:~--~-~~·ii·~:r~--~~-~--~--~--~--J 
talk today and possibly touch on it as part of this afternoon's discussion with Chris on HD. 
Otherwise, feel free to find some open time on Mark and my schedules in the next couple of 
days. 

David Orlin 

U.S. EPA, Office of General Counsel 

(202) 564-1222 

From: Charmley, William 
Sent: Monday, February 13, 2017 9:14AM 
To: Kataoka, Mark Orlin, 
David 
Catherine <~~~:§lt!§:lli!J.ru~lli!:fiQ:If.> 
Cc: Simon, Karl <§~i'11!''2I''1J~1@m:2!'!.9'QY> 
Benjamin <J:j~""11"9!ncg_Jt~l@llli!J@~hruri.> 
Subject: Auto industry leaders February 10, 2017 letter on Midterm Review to President Trump 
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Dear all-

We received a copy of this letter in the past few days. 

Over the weekend Chris asked me if we could verbally discuss with David Orlin and 
Mark Kataoka a few questions that are on Chris's mind: 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 

Once we have had an opportunity to discuss, then we could schedule a meeting with Chris. 
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Karl, Lisa and Ben -please let me know if you would like to participate in this discussion (both 
the ASD/OGC discussion, and then the meeting with Chris G.) 

Thanks 

Bill 
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To: Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
Cc: Kataoka, Mark[Kataoka.Mark@epa.gov]; Simon, Kari[Simon.Karl@epa.gov]; Hengst, 
Benjamin[Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov] 
From: Orlin, David 
Sent: Mon 2/13/2017 2:28:57 PM 
Subject: RE: Auto industry leaders February 10, 2017 letter on Midterm Review to President Trump 

My guess is some things may move pretty fast once we have a new Administrator (which could 

L.~=-~=~=~-~~~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~.i~~~i~i~!_~~~i~}l~.~~-~~~~~~~~-~~-~-~-~~-~~-~~~~~~~~-~~~~~-~~~-~~--~~-~~~i-~~i-~i~~~--~~--~~--~~~~-~~~-~--~--~--~--~".1 
talk today and possibly touch on it as part of this afternoon's discussion with Chris on HD. 
Otherwise, feel free to find some open time on Mark and my schedules in the next couple of 
days. 

David Orlin 

U.S. EPA, Office of General Counsel 

(202) 564-1222 

From: Charmley, William 
Sent: Monday, February 13, 2017 9:14AM 
To: Kataoka, Mark <Kataoka.Mark@epa.gov>; Moran, Robin <moran.robin@epa.gov>; Orlin, 
David <Orlin.David@epa.gov>; Olechiw, Michael <olechiw.michael@epa.gov>; Yanca, 
Catherine <yanca.catherine@epa.gov>; Bolon, Kevin <Bolon.Kevin@epa.gov> 
Cc: Simon, Karl <Simon.Karl@epa.gov>; Snapp, Lisa <snapp.lisa@epa.gov>; Hengst, 
Benjamin <Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov> 
Subject: Auto industry leaders February 10, 2017 letter on Midterm Review to President Trump 

Dear all-

We received a copy of this letter in the past few days. 

Over the weekend Chris asked me if we could verbally discuss with David Orlin and 
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Mark Kataoka a few questions that are on Chris's mind: 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 

Once we have had an opportunity to discuss, then we could schedule a meeting with Chris. 

Karl, Lisa and Ben -please let me know if you would like to participate in this discussion (both 
the ASD/OGC discussion, and then the meeting with Chris G.) 

Thanks 

Bill 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
Grundler, Christopher 
Sat 2/11/2017 10:15:20 PM 
One more thing 

Pls take lead Monday and develop possible answers with OGC to questions about this letter that 
may come from transition staff or Mr Pruitt who may arrive as soon as Wednesday: 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 

Thanks. Enjoy rest of your weekend 

C--

Christopher Gnmdler, Director 
Office of Transportation and Air Quality 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202/564-1682 (Washington DC) 
734/214-4207 (Ann Arbor MI) 

Chris 

wrote: 

Note that we have our monthly leadership call wit Richard, Alberto, Annette, Jack and 
others on Wednesday of this week at 3pm eastern time 

I will send out a request for agenda items either on Sunday, or early Monday morning 
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Sent from my iPhone 

On Feb 11, 2017, at 3:02PM, Grundler, Christopher 
wrote: 

Here we go! 

Christopher Gnmdler, Director 
Office of Transportation and Air Quality 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202/564-1682 (Washington DC) 
734/214-4207 (Ann Arbor MI) 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Corey, Richard@ARB" 
Date: February 11,2017 at 1:12:48 PM EST 
To: 
Subject: FW: Auto letter to Trump 

Let's plan for a call early next week. I am interested in how this is 
playing/if it is gaining traction. We are set to go to the Board in March. 

Richard 

<WHAutolndustryLttr_021017.pdf> 
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To: Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
From: Automotive News 
Sent: Mon 2/6/2017 6:01:26 AM 
Subject: WEEKLY: FCA's store plan backlash 1 Online sales gain steam 1 BMW shakeup 1 Small cars 
hang on in Jan. 1 Border tax fight 1 Fields' CAFE claim 1 Size a hiring advantage? 1 Chicago auto show 
preview 

I 

Chevrolet's midengine 
Corvette hits the winter test 
track 

February 6, 2017 

FCA's plan to add stores riles 
dealers 

Fiat Chrysler's plan to add about 380 dealerships to its 
U.S. network of around 2,500 stores has run into 
opposition from dealers who see the move as reckless 
and a threat to their businesses. 

Online car sales could soon be on fast track 

Auto industry leaders say the industry is within a year or two of being able to 
complete an entire vehicle transaction online. That includes pitching finance and 
insurance products and getting electronic signatures on key documents. 

BMW shores up leadership as U.S. sales sag 
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NEWS ANALYSIS 

analysts and environmental 
~~~~!!!worst-case scenario 

Words of caution to Trump: Toyota Cavalier 

Driverless concepts spawn real-world interiors 

Lynk & CO aims to fix broken dealer model 

Defensive driving fuels Kia store offensive 

KEITH CRAIN 

JESSE SNYDER 
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DAVID SEDGIJ\ARifi::HARD TRUETT 

Make sure you get ALL the news! Subscribe today to the print or digital edition of 
Automotive News, the industry's premier source of news, data and analysis 

Connect with Automotive News 

Automotive News 
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1155 Gratiot Ave. 
,_,.,,.,v ... Ml48207-2997 United States 
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To: 
Cc: 

Sargeant, Kathryn[sargeant.kathryn@epa.gov]; Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov] 
Hengst, Benjamin[Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov]; Birgfeld, Erin[Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov] 

From: Sutton, Tia 
Sent: Wed 3/22/2017 7:33:26 PM 
Subject: RE: Final ASD review needed for Reg Agenda abstracts for: T3 Test Fuel, MTE, and Lead in 
AvGas 

From: Sargeant, Kathryn 
Sent: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 3:31 PM 
To: Sutton, Tia <sutton.tia@epa.gov>; Charmley, William <charmley.william@epa.gov> 
Cc: Hengst, Benjamin <Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov>; Birgfeld, Erin <Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Final ASD review needed for Reg Agenda abstracts for: T3 Test Fuel, MTE, and 
Lead in A v Gas 

Thanks, Tia. I'm fine with the lead in avgas abstract. 

From: Sutton, Tia 
Sent: Wednesday, March 22,2017 12:51 PM 
To: Charmley, William <~"tl~J'!£11IIY1J.III~T-~lilll[ll(f~~~J!J;NY 

Cc: Hengst, Benjamin Birgfeld, Erin <tln:g1~1J;ll~lli1@J~<!~g!;lY• 
Subject: Final ASD review needed for Reg Agenda abstracts for: T3 Test Fuel, MTE, and Lead 
in Av Gas 
Importance: High 

Hi all, 

Your review is needed on a few of the ASD blurbs for the Reg Agenda. Specifically: 

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 
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Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
ED _ 001220 _ 00000935-00002 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006421 Production Set #1 

Ex. 5 - Deliberative Process 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
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To: Moran, Robin[moran.robin@epa.gov] 
Cc: Olechiw, Michael[olechiw .michael@epa.gov]; Lieske, 
Christopher[lieske.christopher@epa.gov]; Simon, Joseph[Simon.Joseph@epa.gov] 
From: charmley.william@epa.gov 
Sent: Thur 3/16/2017 6:13:04 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft Response to MTE Controls 

Robin 

Late yesterday Ben told me that someone on his staff was going to take a cut at a response. Ben was 
only talking about a congressional control. 

I told him we had several additional controls, not just Congressional. 

Ben told me 

Sent from my iPhone 

>On Mar 16, 2017, at 1:21 PM, Moran, Robin <moran.robin@epa.gov> wrote: 
> 
>Bill, 
> 
> Chris drafted the attached response letter, which we would plan to use uniformly for all the incoming 
letters regarding the MTE final determination. Our intention was to keep this short and factual simply 
citing the FR Notice. Piease iet us know if you have any comments. 
> 
>Dear_. 
> ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-

Ex. 5- Deliberative Process 

s---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
> 
> 
> From: Lieske, Christopher 
>Sent: Thursday, March 16,201711:54 AM 
>To: Moran, Robin <moran.robin@epa.gov> 
> Subject: Response letter 
> 
>Robin-
> 
>A draft response is attached. At this point, it is written generally enough that it could be used for all 
responses. 
> 
>The incoming letters are also attached for reference. They are: 
> 
> 4817- Alliance 
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> 4822- Global 
> 5562 - Env. NGOs 
> 5588-40 Investors (Walden Asset Management) 
> 5589 - BICEP 
> 5768- 12 U.S. Senators 
> 
> <MTE reconsideration response letter.docx> 
> <AX-17-000-4817 Correspondence.pdf> 
> <AX-17-000-4822 Correspondence.pdf> 
> <AX-17-000-5562 Correspondence.pdf> 
> <AX-17-000-5588 Correspondence.pdf> 
> <AX-17-000-5589 Correspondence.pdf> 
> <AL-17-000-5768 Correspondence.pdf> 
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To: Dietrich, Gwen[Dietrich.Gwen@epa.gov]; France, Jennifer[france.jennifer@epa.gov]; Sutton, 
Tia[sutton. tia@epa.gov] 
Cc: Birgfeld, Erin[Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov]; Moran, Robin[moran.robin@epa.gov]; Suarez, 
Patricia[suarez. patricia@epa.gov]; Mylan, Christopher[Mylan. Christopher@epa .gov]; Levin, 
David[Levin.David@epa.gov]; Charmley, William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; Olechiw, 
Michael[olechiw.michael@epa.gov]; Lieske, Christopher[lieske.christopher@epa.gov] 
From: Liao, Shan 
Sent: Wed 3/15/2017 6:09:44 PM 
Subject: posted live -- RE: Question on pre-pub version of notice 

us 
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From: Dietrich, Gwen 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 1:33PM 
To: France, Jennifer <france.jennifer@epa.gov>; Sutton, Tia <sutton.tia@epa.gov>; Liao, Shan 
<Liao.Shan@epa.gov> 
Cc: Birgfeld, Erin <Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov>; Moran, Robin <moran.robin@epa.gov>; Suarez, 
Patricia <suarez.patricia@epa.gov>; Mylan, Christopher <Mylan.Christopher@epa.gov>; Levin, 
David <Levin.David@epa.gov>; Charmley, William <charmley.william@epa.gov>; Olechiw, 
Michael <olechiw.michael@epa.gov>; Lieske, Christopher <lieske.christopher@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Question on pre-pub version of notice 

From: France, Jennifer 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 1:28PM 
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To: Sutton, Tia 
Cc: Birgfeld, Erin 
Gwen 
Christopher 
William < _(j~' ru~ '!!' rn:IYl_!il ~'V _ _,_~!U!J[l_{f~j:@_jill.Y:• 
Christopher 
Subject: RE: Question on pre-pub version of notice 

Good catch Tia! Gwen is fixing it right now (it's still 3/15 on the 2nd+ pages). 

From: Sutton, Tia 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 1:24PM 
To: Liao, Shan ::::LJf~Q,l1i]:mis~e92S!J:illY• 
Cc: Birgfeld, Erin Moran, Robin <n:l.Qif!11.ffitlllli{!l_t,;1]J!ZQ'Y Dietrich, 
Gwen Suarez, Patricia France, Jennifer 

Mylan, Christopher Levin, David 
Charmley, William Olechiw, Michael 

Lieske, Christopher ::::fu~uhn~Qhi~~::@_JfN5(· 
Subject: Question on pre-pub version of notice 

Hi all, 

I'm operating by phone right now so can't easily open documents, but just wanted to check one 
quick thing. When the version with the updated date was sent, can someone check to make sure 
that the date was changed to 3/13 in both the first page disclaimer and the 2nd-thru-last page 
disclaimer? Gwen or David may have already caught and fixed this, but just wanted to check 
before we go live. 

Thanks!! 

-Tia 

Sent from my iPhone 

wrote: 
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us 

From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 10:30 AM 
To: Moran, Robin Liao, Shan 
Gwen Sutton, Tia :::~11QIL11Jl{!ru;J21!JgQY 

France, Jennifer 
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Levin, David 
Olechiw, Michael 

Lieske, Christopher :w:~u!mllilpj}!~~lliJNY 
Subject: RE: Web Markup- MTE Notice 

Shan let us know when you have a draft for review. 

Best, 

Erin 

Lieske, Christopher <l!~~;m:ll!mJ:~{!)S:PJlMY 
Subject: Web Markup- MTE Notice 

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 

If there are any more changes recommended from others, could everyone please 
make sure I'm looped in? 
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Thanks! 

Robin 

From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 10:08 AM 
To: Liao, Shan Dietrich, Gwen 
Sutton, Tia Suarez, Patricia 
Jennifer Mylan, Christopher 

Cc: Moran, Robin 
Subject: RE: NNTO: sure. When ever Shan receives the markup, Shan will draft it in CMS 
immediately.-- RE: web markup file is needed-- RE: MTE prepublication notice with web 
disclaimer - UPDATED 

Hi Shan, 

Here are the requested edits to the MTE webpage. Let me know if you have questions. 

I'm adding Robin Moran for awareness and so she can review the updated page as well. 

Thanks, 

Erin 
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From: Liao, Shan 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 9:15AM 
To: Birgfeld, Erin <jjKJ!'':£"1J·~I<:l"-0:lDJf%1lli.JWY:· 
Sutton, Tia 
Jennifer <1!11Jl~"<~ll!lJ1m~PJhgQY.) 
Levin, David 
Cc: Sun, Lisa Richards, David 
Subject: NNTO: sure. When ever Shan receives the markup, Shan will draft it in CMS 
immediately.-- RE: web markup file is needed-- RE: MTE prepublication notice with web 
disclaimer - UPDATED 

From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 9:13AM 
To: Liao, Shan Dietrich, Gwen 
Sutton, Tia Suarez, Patricia 
Jennifer Mylan, Christopher 
Levin, David 
Cc: Sun, Lisa Richards, David <.t;~!H1D~l)_1!Y.!Q~QP.<:L£.!2Y 
Subject: RE: web markup file is needed -- RE: MTE prepublication notice with web 
disclaimer - UPDATED 

Hi Shan, 

I am having OAR comms review the markup now and expect a few changes from him. I can 
give you the file by 10:30. Will that work? 

Thanks, 

Erin 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000953-00007 
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From: Liao, Shan 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 9:07AM 
To: Dietrich, Gwen 
Sutton, Tia :BJ!llQltlJ!~~_<hgQY::: 
Jennifer <1!:f!lli~~l}lt_<~e_g>5llillY• 
Levin, David 
Cc: Sun, Lisa Richards, David <~ill!ill:I~,W!YWl@~~lg!2Y 
Subject: web markup file is needed -- RE: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer -
UPDATED 

us 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000953-00008 
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From: Dietrich, Gwen 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 9:02AM 
To: Birgfeld, Erin <~~ll'rgn-JJ·~1 <:LJ:Lt.IL(f!).g~~JWY· 
Patricia ...---m·"J1·1I·~~-~r@lli.!lliJ~Q§LgQ:I::::: 
Christopher 
Cc: Sun, Lisa '~JJ.L..~~~I>J!JWY 

Subject: RE: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer- UPDATED 

From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2017 11:31 PM 
To: Sutton, Tia Suarez, Patricia 
Jennifer Mylan, Christopher 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000953-00009 
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Levin, David 
Liao, Shan <LJi!Q~illlG~:lliJNY 

Subject: RE: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer- UPDATED 
Importance: High 

HI Jennifer, Gwen and David, 

Please use this version of the notice. The data of signature is updated to be March 13, not 
March 15. 

For what it is worth we anticipate going live with this around 2 pm, but stay tuned ... we are 
likely to be getting last minute instructions. 

Thank you! 

-Erin 

From: Sutton, Tia 
Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2017 6:08PM 
To: Birgfeld, Erin <J1Rl!'rgnj:_~·~I!LJ:r:l!l(f!lglliJ:ill.Y• Suarez, Patricia 

Mylan, Christopher France, Jennifer 
Dietrich, Gwen 

Liao, Shan 

Subject: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer 

Levin, David 

Richards, David 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000953-0001 0 
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Hi all, 

Attached is the prepub notice for the MTE announcement that Erin emailed about earlier. 

Chris and Erin- if you need to make edits to this document for any reason, I saved it on the 
X drive at: X:\_ X-drive (DC IO shared)\Rules & Notices\LD MTE\March 2017 FR Notice 

Thanks! 

-Tia 

ED_001220_00000953-00011 
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To: Sutton, Tia[sutton.tia@epa.gov]; Liao, Shan[Liao.Shan@epa.gov] 
Cc: Moran, Robin[moran.robin@epa.gov]; Dietrich, Gwen[Dietrich.Gwen@epa.gov]; Suarez, 
Patricia[suarez.patricia@epa.gov]; France, Jennifer[france.jennifer@epa.gov]; Mylan, 
Christopher[Mylan. Christopher@epa.gov]; Levin, David[Levin. David@epa.gov]; Charmley, 
William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; Olechiw, Michael[olechiw.michael@epa.gov]; Lieske, 
Christopher[lieske.christopher@epa.gov] 
From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Wed 3/15/2017 5:26:43 PM 
Subject: RE: Question on pre-pub version of notice 

And in case you did not fix it here is an updated version that can be used. 

Go live time is now 1:45. If we can't fix this in time let's swap out after launch. 

Thanks, 

Erin 

From: Sutton, Tia 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 1 :24 PM 
To: Liao, Shan <Liao.Shan@epa.gov> 
Cc: Birgfeld, Erin <Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov>; Moran, Robin <moran.robin@epa.gov>; Dietrich, 
Gwen <Dietrich.Gwen@epa.gov>; Suarez, Patricia <suarez.patricia@epa.gov>; France, Jennifer 
<france.jennifer@epa.gov>; Mylan, Christopher <Mylan.Christopher@epa.gov>; Levin, David 
<Levin.David@epa.gov>; Charmley, William <charmley .william@epa.gov>; Olechiw, Michael 
<olechiw.michael@epa.gov>; Lieske, Christopher <lieske.christopher@epa.gov> 
Subject: Question on pre-pub version of notice 

Hi all, 

I'm operating by phone right now so can't easily open documents, but just wanted to check one 
quick thing. When the version with the updated date was sent, can someone check to make sure 
that the date was changed to 3/13 in both the first page disclaimer and the 2nd-thru-last page 
disclaimer? Gwen or David may have already caught and fixed this, but just wanted to check 
before we go live. 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000955-00001 
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Thanks!! 

-Tia 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Mar 15, 2017, at 10:37 AM, Liao, Shan :::LJllQ_._~illf!~lliJNY 

us 

wrote: 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000955-00002 
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Lieske, Christopher <l!~~;m:ll!mJ:~{!)S:PJlMY 
Subject: RE: Web Markup- MTE Notice 

i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·! 
i ! 

i Ex. 5-- Deliberative Process jThanks. 
t·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

Shan let us know when you have a draft for review. 

Best, 

Erin 

From: Moran, Robin 
Sent: \Xfednesday, !'/[arch 15, 2017 10:28 .Lt\:L~/l 

Lieske, Christopher <w~~hn~!llli~~~~ 
Subject: Web Markup- MTE Notice 

:-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-: 
' ' i i 
i i 

i Ex. 5- Deliberative Process i 
i i 
i i 
~ . 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·! 
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FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006421 Production Set #1 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-~ 

i ! 

i Ex. 5- Deliberative Process i 
! ~ 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

If there are any more changes recommended from others, could everyone please 
make sure I'm looped in? 

Thanks! 

Robin 

From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 10:08 AM 
To: Liao, Shan Dietrich, Gwen 
Sutton, Tia Suarez, Patricia 
Jennifer Mylan, Christopher 
Levin, David 
Cc: Moran, Robin <nnli'1t:"ill'1liQ!lli!'[flli:~_,_g!;IY 
Subject: RE: NNTO: sure. When ever Shan receives the markup, Shan will draft it in CMS 
immediately.-- RE: web markup file is needed-- RE: MTE prepublication notice with web 
disclaimer - UPDATED 

Hi Shan, 

Here are the requested edits to the MTE webpage. Let me know if you have questions. 

I'm adding Robin Moran for awareness and so she can review the updated page as well. 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000955-00004 
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Thanks, 

Erin 

From: Liao, Shan 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 9:15AM 
To: Birgfeld, Erin <~~n:gnJJ·c~l_!tl:Ll!l(f~lliJillY· 
Sutton, Tia 
Jennifer <t!~~:::..G.Jillillll~lli'lllilm.Y• 
Levin, David 
Cc: Sun, Lisa Richards, David 
Subject: NNTO: sure. When ever Shan receives the markup, Shan will draft it in CMS 
immediately.-- RE: web markup file is needed-- RE: MTE prepublication notice with web 
disclaimer - UPDATED 

From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 9:13AM 
To: Liao, Shan Dietrich, Gwen 

Jennifer ----n-~-~Jlnll'~ ~,~..;J.Smrillffi~PJLgQY.::: 

Levin, David 
Cc: Sun, Lisa Richards, David <JS~!HlJ:iillLl).J!'{!Q~QID:L£.!2Y.::: 
Subject: RE: web markup file is needed -- RE: MTE prepublication notice with web 
disclaimer - UPDATED 

Hi Shan, 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000955-00005 
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I am having OAR comms review the markup now and expect a few changes from him. I can 
give you the file by 10:30. Will that work? 

Thanks, 

Erin 

From: Liao, Shan 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 9:07AM 
To: Dietrich, Gwen 
Sutton, Tia 'BJ:!!!QILll_illf~lSllillY· 
Jennifer ----n'"~i!nfr" g'~KUmJm~P5LgQY.::: 
Levin, David 
Cc: Sun, Lisa Richards, David <~lli!ill:l~,llS!YWl@~~lg!2Y 
Subject: web markup file is needed -- RE: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer -
UPDATED 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000955-00006 
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us 

From: Dietrich, Gwen 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 9:02AM 
To: Birgfeld, Erin 
Patricia ..---~mJj' 1!~~-~Jlli!J:JJ~illi!;!Ji:ru!.££rY:• 
Christopher 
Cc: Sun, Lisa 

Subject: RE: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer- UPDATED 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000955-00007 
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From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2017 11:31 PM 
To: Sutton, Tia Suarez, Patricia 
Jennifer Mylan, Christopher 

Levin, David 
Liao, Shan :::L!fl&.~mll~lliJWY 

Subject: RE: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer- UPDATED 
Importance: High 

HI Jennifer, Gwen and David, 

Please use this version of the notice. The data of signature is updated to be March 13, not 
March 15. 

For what it is worth we anticipate going live with this around 2 pm, but stay tuned ... we are 
likely to be getting last minute instructions. 

Thank you! 

-Erin 

From: Sutton, Tia 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000955-00008 
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Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2017 6:08PM 
To: Birgfeld, Erin 
F ranee, Jennifer <fi1lJ11~JlQ!lllW~rff~I!51,~~· 

Suarez, Patricia 
Mylan, Christopher 

Dietrich, Gwen 

Subject: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer 

Hi all, 

Levin, David 

Richards, David 

Attached is the prepub notice for the MTE announcement that Erin emailed about earlier. 

Chris and Erin- if you need to make edits to this document for any reason, I saved it on the 
X drive at: X:\_ X-drive (DC IO shared)\Rules & Notices\LD MTE\March 2017 FR Notice 

Thanks! 

-Tia 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000955-00009 
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To: Lieske, Christopher[lieske.christopher@epa.gov]; Charmley, 
William[charmley.william@epa.gov]; Olechiw, Michael[olechiw.michael@epa.gov] 
From: Moran, Robin 
Sent: Wed 3/15/2017 2:10:04 PM 
Subject: Web markup -- I'm reviewing now 

From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 10:08 AM 
To: Liao, Shan <Liao.Shan@epa.gov>; Dietrich, Gwen <Dietrich.Gwen@epa.gov>; Sutton, Tia 
<sutton.tia@epa.gov>; Suarez, Patricia <suarez.patricia@epa.gov>; France, Jennifer 
<france.jennifer@epa.gov>; Mylan, Christopher <Mylan.Christopher@epa.gov>; Levin, David 
<Levin.David@epa.gov> 
Cc: Moran, Robin <moran.robin@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: NNTO: sure. When ever Shan receives the markup, Shan will draft it in CMS 
immediately.-- RE: web markup file is needed-- RE: MTE prepublication notice with web 
disclaimer - UPDATED 

Hi Shan, 

Here are the requested edits to the MTE webpage. Let me know if you have questions. 

I'm adding Robin Moran for awareness and so she can review the updated page as well. 

Thanks, 

Erin 

From: Liao, Shan 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000958-00001 
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Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 9:15AM 
To: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sutton, Tia '~IJlllQ!lJI~~~~ 

Cc: Sun, Lisa Richards, David 
Subject: NNTO: sure. When ever Shan receives the markup, Shan will draft it in CMS 
immediately.-- RE: web markup file is needed-- RE: MTE prepublication notice with web 
disclaimer - UPDATED 

From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 9:13AM 
To: Liao, Shan Dietrich, Gwen Sutton, Tia 

Levin, David 

Cc: Sun, Lisa Richards, David 
Subject: RE: web markup file is needed -- RE: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer -
UPDATED 

Hi Shan, 

I am havring Q.LA:l.R comms revrievv the markup novv and expect a fevv changes from him. I can givre 
you the file by 10:30. Will that work? 

Thanks, 

Erin 

From: Liao, Shan 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 9:07AM 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000958-00002 
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To: Dietrich, Gwen 
Sutton, Tia 

Cc: Sun, Lisa Richards, David 
Subject: web markup file is needed -- RE: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer -
UPDATED 

us 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000958-00003 
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From: Dietrich, Gwen 
Sent: Wednesday, March 15,2017 9:02AM 
To: Birgfeld, Erin Suarez, Patricia 

Mylan, Christopher 

Subject: RE: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer- UPDATED 

From: Birgfeld, Erin 
Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2017 11:31 PM 
To: Sutton, Tia Suarez, Patricia <::il!ill:·~~p_rutm:!ill~NZQIY 
Jennifer Mylan, Christopher 

Levin, David 
Liao, Shan <LJfl&~~~lilJNY 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000958-00004 
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Subject: RE: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer- UPDATED 
Importance: High 

HI Jennifer, Gwen and David, 

Please use this version of the notice. The data of signature is updated to be March 13, not March 
15. 

For what it is worth we anticipate going live with this around 2 pm, but stay tuned ... we are 
likely to be getting last minute instructions. 

Thank you! 

-Erin 

From: Sutton, Tia 
Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2017 6:08PM 
To: Birgfeld, Erin 
France, Jennifer 

Suarez, Patricia <B!f!I~Pilltrr<:lill~ml~IY· 
Mylan, Christopher 

Dietrich, Gwen Levin, David 

Liao, Shan Richards, David 

Subject: MTE prepublication notice with web disclaimer 

Hi all, 

Attached is the prepub notice for the MTE announcement that Erin emailed about earlier. 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000958-00005 
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Chris and Erin- if you need to make edits to this document for any reason, I saved it on the X 
drive at: X:\_X-drive (DC IO shared)\Rules & Notices\LD MTE\March 2017 FR Notice 

Thanks! 

-Tia 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000958-00006 
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Overview 
As part of the 2012 rulemaking establishing the model year (MY) 2017-2025 light-duty vehicle 
GHG standards, EPA made a regulatory commitment to conduct a Midterm Evaluation (MTE) of 
the standards for MY 2022-2025. As a part of this process EPA is examining a wide range of 
factors, such as developments in powertrain technology, vehicle electrification, light-weighting 
and vehicle safety impacts, the penetration of fuel efficient technologies in the marketplace, 
consumer acceptance of fuel efficient technologies, trends in fuel prices and the vehicle fleet, 

__________ t:I?:!P!.9.YI?:!.~!1-U~P~~!S..L~P.c4_~~!1l._<?.!l?:~!.§~.---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-

Ex.5 -Deliberative Process 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000959-00001 
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Previous Steps in the Midterm Evaluation 
Process 
On January 12, 2017, Administrator Gina McCarthy signed her determination to maintain the 
current GHG emissions standards for model year (MY) 2022-2025 vehicles. Her final 
determination found that automakers are well positioned to meet the standards at lower costs 
than previously estimated. 

Highlights of Administrator McCarthy's January 2017, Final Determination 

• Automakers have a wide range of technology pathways available to meet the MY2022-2025 
standards, at slightly lower per-vehicle costs than previously predicted. The standards are 
achievable with very low penetration of strong hybrids, electric vehicles and plug-in hybrid 
electric vehicles, consistent with the findings of a comprehensive 2015 National Academy of 
Sciences study. 

• The standards will save consumers money, significantly reduce GHG emissions and fuel 
consumption, and provide benefits to the health and vvelfare of Americans. 

• Automakers have outperformed the standards for the first four years of the program (MY2012-
20 15) and manufacturers are adopting fuel efficient technologies at unprecedented rates, all 
while vehicle sales have increased for 7 consecutive years. 

Administrator McCarthy's determination was based on an extensive technical record, created 
over 8 years of research, review of several hundred published reports, hundreds of stakeholder 
meetings, and multiple opportunities for the public to provide input. This Final Determination 
follows the November 2016 release of EPA's Proposed Determination and the July 2016 release 
of a Draft Technical Assessment Report (TAR), issued jointly by the EPA, the National 
Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA), and the California Air Resources Board 
(CARB). EPA provided opportunities for public comment for both the Draft TAR and the 
Proposed Determination. 
Cover Letter --

~~~~~~==~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~==~· 

Final Determination Document -- tJJlf!lJltj&IJJl!llilllli;l!lJ:m_till;c_AimJ[Q[lllil~~~1JI~M!2iliiJ~~ 

Proposed Determination 
On November 30, 2016, Administrator McCarthy proposed to determine that the MY 2022-2025 
standards remain appropriate and that a rulemaking to change them is not warranted. This 
proposed determination is based on the robust technical record including the draft TAR, input 
from the auto industry and other stakeholders, and updated analyses. The public comment period 
for this proposed determination will end on December 30, 2016. 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000959-00002 
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Highlights of the Proposed Determination 

• Auto manufacturers can meet the MY 2022-2025 standards at slightly lower per-vehicle costs 
than predicted in the TAR, and lower costs than predicted in the 2012 rulemaking that 
established the standards. 

• The current standards will save consumers money and provide benefits to the health and welfare 
of Americans. 

• Automakers have a wide range of technology pathways available to meet the standards. 
Standards are achievable with very low penetration of strong hybrids, electric vehicles and plug
in hybrid electric vehicles. This finding is consistent with the conclusions the National Academy 
of Sciences found in a comprehensive 2015 study. 

• Automakers have outperformed the standards for the first four years of the program (MY2012-
20 15) and manufacturers are adopting fuel efficient technologies at unprecedented rates, all 
while vehicle sales have increased for 6 consecutive years. There are over 100 car, SUV, and 
pickup versions on the market today that already meet 2020 or later standards. 

CoverLetter--tf~~rrn~~lirrJu~~~~0J~~~~~~~~~~rrw~illn-

Comment Period -- The comment period for the Proposed Determination closed on December 
30, 2016. Several organizations requested that EPA extend the public comment period for the 
Proposed Determination; tJ:~~lUill~~llli!!!lllfWlliJllilli!ILQJLtiJ~~~I&[~QJ:~!U;lLt~;_Q_ 
QTIWmlM!lli. The incoming requests for an extension of the comment period are available in the 
docket noted above. For information regarding the comment period, please see the Federal 
Register Notice: 

Notice of Availability of a Proposed Order: f!]:;>p!;~~@~llilf!lli:;>TI_QIL~;_Alliiffiii!:li!ID~i_ 

For additional documents supporting EPA's analyses for the Proposed Determination, see 
the and the ilQlli!JUZflt!ill!L 

Draft Technical Assessment Report 
(TAR) 
EPA, NHTSA, and CARB jointly issued a Draft TAR for public comment in July 2016. The 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000959-00003 
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Draft TAR was a technical report, not a decision document, and examined a wide range of issues 
relevant to the 2022-2025 standards. 
Highlights of the Draft Technical Assessment Report: 

• Automakers are innovating in a time of record sales and fuel economy levels. The results of 
the Draft TAR show that manufacturers are adopting fuel economy technologies at 
unprecedented rates. Car makers and suppliers have developed far more innovative technologies 
to improve fuel economy and reduce GHG emissions than anticipated just a few years ago. 

• Our new analysis shows that the standards can be met largely with more efficient gasoline 
powered cars -we continue to project that only modest penetration of hybrids and only low 
levels of electric vehicles are needed to meet the standards. The Draft TAR shows that 
manufacturers can meet the current standards for MY 2022-2025 with conventional gasoline 
vehicles that use internal combustion engines with well-understood technologies. This is 
consistent with what the National Academies of Science found in a comprehensive 2015 study. 
Manufacturers can meet the standards at similar or even lower costs than what was anticipated in 
the 2012 rulemaking with substantial fuel savings payback to consumers. 

• The National Program preserves consumer choice, even as it protects the environment and 
reduces fuel consumption. The National Program is designed to ensure that consumers can 
continue to buy the differing types of vehicles they need, from compact cars, to SUVs, to larger 
trucks suitable for towing and carrying heavy loads. Owners of every type of new vehicle will 
enjoy gasoline savings and improved fuel economy with a reduced environmental footprint. 

For additional documents supporting EPA's analyses for the Proposed Determination, see 
the and the Qn1lmlilll1ill!L 
Mi~lli!LI!~~gj;:Jm~QilliJ21J,rl~llli;'1lliS~~illQJII_illJ1Qn!QQili~lffi{U;:,Il,;!Al pages. 
The comment period for the Draft Technical Assessment Report closed on September 26, 2016. 
For information regarding that earlier comment period, please see the Federal Register Notice: 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000959-00004 
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EPA Technical Projects to Inform the 
Midterm Evaluation 

• A's National Vehicle and Fuel Emissions Laboratory 

(NVFEL), Ann Arbor, MIThrough the National Center for Advanced Technology (NCAT) located 
at EPA's National Vehicle and Fuel Emissions Laboratory (for more information, see: Y5;1ru~~ 
~~~~~~~~s::.,il'Jllf~) in Ann Arbor, Michigan, we are researching future advanced engine 
and transmission technologies to support modeling, advanced technology testing, and 
demonstrations (for more information, see: JJ::~I21!1Jl:tQIJdgllblill)~IDmlllQ11~~lliJ!Jlllil 

• This new study examines the mass reduction potential for a full-size light-duty pickup truck. 

0 

0 

• 's National Center for Advanced Technology State-
of-the-art cost teardown studies, with FEY, for fuel efficient technologies, including mild 
hybrids and diesel vehicles 

• Research on consumer issues, including an assessment of vehicle affordability, a study of 
willingness-to-pay for various vehicle attributes, and content analysis of auto reviews 

0 
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0 

0 

• Work on economic issues, including new studies on VMT rebound and manufacturer cost 
reduction through "learning by doing": 

0 

0 

• Development of modeling tools: 

o Vehicle simulation modeling,~="--~'-- Advanced Light-Duty Powertrain and Hybrid Analysis) 

o Technology feasibility and cost model ,=-~~'---'- - Optimization Model for reducing Emissions 
of Greenhouse gases from Automobiles) 

o Technology packages efficiencies CLJllill~::Lt'fill!m~tl{lQI;!&l) 

o Continued investigation into potential consumer choice modeling: 

• In addition to working with CARB and NHTSA, EPA is collaborating with 

• 

involving vehicle light-weighting and battery cost modeling, an<1J;nY!NilillmLillillJlJ!rlli!k 
on projects involving aerodynamics, ~1.!QLSU!g!l!::: 

all-wheel drive vehicles, and other areas. 
In addition to these projects supporting the MTE, EPA issues two annual reports related to light
duty GHG emissions: 

EPA Publications Informing the 
Midterm Evaluation 
Throughout the MTE process, EPA's goal is to publish as much of our research as possible in 
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peer-reviewed journals. EPA staff have published the following peer-reviewed papers so far 
since 2013. EPA staff are attending numerous technical conferences, and keeping abreast of 
hundreds of papers in the literature on the wide range of factors we are considering for the MTE. 
The following papers are not available for download due to copyright restrictions; however, we 
are providing links to the abstract and ordering information on the journals' websites. 

The following papers are not subject to copyright protection because they are Government 
works; however, foreign copyrights may apply. 
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• 

• 

EPA Presentations Regarding the 
Midterm Evaluation 
EPA also has publicly presented information about our work in numerous forums. 
Click the links below to view selected presentations: 
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• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

• 
• 
• 
• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Regulations for Emissions from 
Vehicles and Engines Home 

• Onroad 
• Nonroad 
• Greenhouse Gas 

Discover . 

Connect . 

Ask . 

.t·oUow . 

~ 

LA 
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To: Gru ndler, Ch ristopher[gru nd ler. christopher@epa .gov] 
Cc: 
From: 

Moran, Robin[moran.robin@epa.gov]; Olechiw, Michael[olechiw.michael@epa.gov] 
Charmley, William 

Sent: Mon 3/27/2017 6:43:40 PM 
Subject: RE: Inside EPA: GARB retains GHG rules (and letter from Alliance to White House) 

Chris-

We can cover this at the 3pm. 

Mike and several staff listed to much of the hearing, I think Robin as well. But, I think at about 
5pm eastern time on Friday the Ann Arbor team signed off, but the hearing was still going. 

From: Grundler, Christopher 
Sent: Monday, March 27, 2017 1:3 7 PM 
To: Charmley, William <charmley.william@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Inside EPA: CARB retains GHG rules (and letter from Alliance to White House) 

Bill-did you have anyone watch the hearing? I'd like to know if any of the auto reps answered 
the questions Mary posed (according to this story) 

From: Charmley, William 
Sent: Monday, March 27, 2017 1:25 PM 
To: Grundler, Christopher 

Cc: Simon, Karl 
Subject: FW: Inside EPA: CARB retains GHG rules (and letter from Alliance to White House) 
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Please print the attached letter, and the email below, off for Chris. 

Thanks 

Bill 

From: Moran, Robin 
Sent: Monday, March 27, 2017 1:17 PM 
To: Charmley, William Alson, Jeff<illlN!illlli~lL<bWe 
Olechiw, Michael <QI~~'J:nLffi~(fill;:p<:bZQ:'i::: 
Cc: Simon, Karl Snapp, Lisa Dickinson, David 

Hengst, Benjamin <lj@~Ji<:Till!!!Llll{f!~~~ Sutton, Tia 

Subject: RE: Inside EPA: CARB retains GHG rules (and letter from Alliance to White House) 

From: Charmley, William 
Sent: Monday, March 27, 2017 1:05PM 
To: Moran, Robin Olechiw, 
Michael <QI~G!~.J:lll~@~l<l-J:NY• 

Dickinson, David 

Subject: Fwd: Inside EPA: CARB retains GHG rules (and letter from Alliance to White House) 

This article references in March 23 letter from the auto alliance 

if someone could find that letter and email it around I would appreciate it 
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Thanks 

Bill 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Dickinson, David" <UJ~Ji!~lliJliD!J.ill~®J;SQY• 
Date: March 27,2017 at 12:23:30 PM EDT 

"Charmley, William" 
"Olechiw, Michael" <QI~~:illY.J:lll~!tl(~®JNY "Alson, 

"Moran, Robin" <mQif!Jr:LTI~tm!W~Q<!,@Y::: 
Subject: Inside EPA: CARB retains GHG rules (and letter from Alliance to White 
House) 

March 24, 2017 

The California Air Resources Board (GARB) is retaining the state's vehicle 
greenhouse gas standards for model year 2022-2025 that currently align with 
national rules, but is inviting the auto industry to discuss its implementation 
concerns, though its top official is promising to maintain the rules "overall 
impact." 

The move suggests that the board may be open to tweaking its rules to 
maintain one set of national requirements amid the Trump administration's 
recent move to revisit federal standards, though it indicates a relatively 
narrow set of options may be available to the administration and the industry 
as they work to review the parallel federal standards. 

"We invite you to come and sit down with us, if you have specific concerns 
about the implementation of the existing regulations that can be addressed 
without weakening the overall impact, which is what I've heard the leaders of 
your associations say is what you wanted to do," GARB Chairwoman Mary 
Nichols said during a March 24 meeting, addressing industry 
representatives. 

However, Nichols also sharply criticized the automakers for asking EPA to 
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reopen its mid-term review of the MY22-25 standards. 

"What were you thinking? What were you thinking when you threw 
yourselves on the mercy of the Trump administration to try to solve your 
problems?" she said. "It just does not make sense." 

She also attacked the industry, charging it had lobbied behind the scenes for 
EPA to reject or revoke GARB's Clean Air Act waiver to implement stricter 
vehicle GHG emission rules than the federal government. 

"And when we hear today that you didn't really mean to question the validity 
of the California waiver-- well, our newly confirmed head of the EPA said he 
was prepared to do just that," Nichols said. "What did you mean when you 
said you didn't want to question the overall thrust of the standards? Why do 
another review if the current program is basically okay?" 

Despite her sharp criticism, she added: "Now, ifthere were changes that 
needed to be made again on the implementation side, bring them forward 
and have a discussion. We invite you to do that." 

Nichols comments came one day after the Alliance of Automobile 
Manufacturers sent letter to California officials and the White House that 
stressed the importance of maintaining "one national program" of GHG rules, 
in which state, EPA and Transportation Department (DOT) standards are 
aligned, despite the Golden State's authority to enforce stricter limits. 

In to the White House, the group both signaled that it does 
not want a broad rollback of the program, while urging California to 
participate in the Trump administration's renewed review of the federal 
program. 

"Automakers seek certainty, predictabiiity and rationaiity --over time-- from 
the regulatory process," the letter says. "Given the multi-agency and 
federal/state realities of these programs, the idea of [a national program] is 
critical to smart, coherent regulation." 

The group added that it hopes "all stakeholders, including California, [will 
come] to the table in a genuine, serious and constructive effort to build 
consensus for a thoughtful, coordinated policy outcome." 

Given California's offer to "sit down" with automakers, as well as industry's 
stated goal for a "consensus" process, it appears less likely that the Trump 
administration will ultimately target the state's air act waiver, an 
unprecedented step that state officials vowed to vigorously oppose in court. 
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'Standards Are Appropriate' 

At the meeting, GARB passed a resolution that accepts ==-==-=;_=::;;~~~;::;:;._ 
riF'\/IIF'\11/ of its multi-pronged Advanced Clean Cars regulation, which 

includes the GHG tailpipe standards, zero-emission vehicle (ZEV) regulation 
and low emission vehicle (LEV) Ill air pollution emission limits, including an 
ultra-low particulate matter standard. 

Specifically, that its staffs analysis of the vehicle GHG 
standards "affirmed current federal standards are appropriate, and GARB 
recommends continued participation in the National Program through 2025, 
provided no future changes weaken expected benefits in California." 

Last week, EPA and DOT announced they would revisit the Obama EPA's 
January determination to retain current GHG standards for MY22-25 
vehicles, which was widely seen as a move to complicate any Trump efforts 
to soften the rules. 

This week, EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt to re-open the 
mid-term review, suggesting that it is part of a broader effort by the 
administration to provide relief to the auto sector. 

Gov. Jerry Brown (D), visiting with federal officials and lawmakers this week 
in Washington, D.C., ramped up the Golden State's rhetoric on expected 
Trump administration efforts to soften the light-duty vehicle GHG standards 
and potentially target the state's power to set stronger limits. 

Nichols also during the meeting criticized as "troubling" recent automaker 
suggestions that GARB agreed in 2011 as part of the national pact on the 
MY17 -25 standards that companies would be "deemed to comply" with 
Caiifornia ruies as iong as they met whatever federai standards are in piace 
during that time frame. 

The state's mid-term review, she noted, says such "deemed to comply" 
language applies only if the federal program is unchanged from the current 
requirements. 

And Nichols pushed back on automaker statements that EPA prematurely 
ended the federal mid-term review, arguing "it was never intended" by the 
federal agencies and GARB that the review would "have to go out to the full 
possible length" of the schedule laid out by the regulators, which was mid-
2018. 
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She said the automakers' complaints about this process "struck us as being 
strange, to put it mildly, and certainly not based on the agreement that we 
were part of." 

GARB says in its mid-term review that it is beginning to develop post-2025 
GHG tailpipe standards because the "national program is very modest in 
terms of promoting electrification needed to meet California's public health 
and environmental needs beyond 2025." 

ZEV Requirements 

GARB's passage of the resolution also maintains the stringency of its ZEV 
and LEV Ill regulations through 2025, despite calls by automakers to ease 
the ZEV requirements, especially given the fact that several Northeast states 
have adopted California's rules. Industry says there is poor demand for ZEVs 
in that region. 

The GARB plan calls for ZEV requirements to be strengthened "for 2026 and 
subsequent model years to continue on the path towards meeting 
California's 2030 and later climate change and air quality targets." New 
provisions will target how ZEV credits are generated and to "increase 
certainty on future vehicle volumes, technology improvement," and plug-in 
hybrid electric vehicle qualifications and other factors to maximize GHG and 
criteria pollutant reductions. 

Steve Douglas, representing the auto alliance, told the GARB meeting that 
"the ZEV market is not sustainable today." He said the board's regulations 
are "very aggressive," requiring a tripling of sales over the next few years 
and requiring other states to sell "five to 10 times" that amount. 

Douglas pointed out the for easing the current 
ZEV standards, but said if the board was not interested in making changes 
now, "we ask the board to continue to monitor this and make appropriate 
changes in the 2019 time frame." -- Curt Barry (~BITY§J:.liYYJ~~~@) 

David Dickinson 

202-343-9256 
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To: Grundler, Christopher[grundler.christopher@epa.gov]; Hengst, 
Benjamin[Hengst. Benjamin@epa.gov]; OT AQ Materials[OT AQMaterials@epa.gov] 
Cc: Simon, Kari[Simon.Karl@epa.gov] 
From: Charmley, William 
Sent: Mon 3/27/2017 5:25:26 PM 
Subject: FW: Inside EPA: GARB retains GHG rules (and letter from Alliance to White House) 

Please print the attached letter, and the email below, off for Chris. 

Thanks 

Bill 

From: Moran, Robin 
Sent: Monday, March 27, 2017 1:17 PM 
To: Charmley, William <charmley.william@epa.gov>; Alson, Jeff <alson.jeff@epa.gov>; 
Olechiw, Michael <olechiw.michael@epa.gov> 
Cc: Simon, Karl <Simon.Karl@epa.gov>; Snapp, Lisa <snapp.lisa@epa.gov>; Dickinson, David 
<Dickinson.David@epa.gov>; Hengst, Benjamin <Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov>; Sutton, Tia 
<sutton. tia@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Inside EPA: CARB retains GHG rules (and letter from Alliance to White House) 

From: Charmley, William 
Sent: Monday, March 27, 2017 1:05 PM 
To: Moran, Robin Olechiw, 
Michael 

Dickinson, David 

Subject: Fwd: Inside EPA: CARB retains GHG rules (and letter from Alliance to White House) 

This article references in March 23 letter from the auto alliance 
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if someone could find that letter and email it around I would appreciate it 

Thanks 

Bill 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Dickinson, David" 
Date: March 27,2017 at 12:23:30 PM EDT 

"Charmley, William" 
"Olechiw, Michael" ::_Qlt:~ml.Y{Jrrm:l:lill~@~L&2Y- "Alson, 

"Moran, Robin" ::::@~If!Jr:LTI2!?111L@~JL~W»Y• 
Subject: Inside EPA: CARB retains GHG rules (and letter from Alliance to White 
House) 

March 24, 2017 

The California Air Resources Board (GARB) is retaining the state's vehicle 
greenhouse gas standards for model year 2022-2025 that currently align with 
national rules, but is inviting the auto industry to discuss its implementation 
concerns, though its top officiai is promising to maintain the ruies "overaii 
impact." 

The move suggests that the board may be open to tweaking its rules to 
maintain one set of national requirements amid the Trump administration's 
recent move to revisit federal standards, though it indicates a relatively 
narrow set of options may be available to the administration and the industry 
as they work to review the parallel federal standards. 

"We invite you to come and sit down with us, if you have specific concerns 
about the implementation of the existing regulations that can be addressed 
without weakening the overall impact, which is what I've heard the leaders of 
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your associations say is what you wanted to do," GARB Chairwoman Mary 
Nichols said during a March 24 meeting, addressing industry 
representatives. 

However, Nichols also sharply criticized the automakers for asking EPA to 
reopen its mid-term review of the MY22-25 standards. 

"What were you thinking? What were you thinking when you threw 
yourselves on the mercy of the Trump administration to try to solve your 
problems?" she said. "It just does not make sense." 

She also attacked the industry, charging it had lobbied behind the scenes for 
EPA to reject or revoke GARB's Clean Air Act waiver to implement stricter 
vehicle GHG emission rules than the federal government. 

"And when we hear today that you didn't really mean to question the validity 
of the California waiver-- well, our newly confirmed head of the EPA said he 
was prepared to do just that," Nichols said. "What did you mean when you 
said you didn't want to question the overall thrust of the standards? Why do 
another review if the current program is basically okay?" 

Despite her sharp criticism, she added: "Now, ifthere were changes that 
needed to be made again on the implementation side, bring them forward 
and have a discussion. We invite you to do that." 

Nichols comments came one day after the Alliance of Automobile 
Manufacturers sent letter to California officials and the White House that 
stressed the importance of maintaining "one national program" of GHG rules, 
in which state, EPA and Transportation Department (DOT) standards are 
aligned, despite the Golden State's authority to enforce stricter limits. 

in to the VVhite House, the group both signaied that it does 
not want a broad rollback of the program, while urging California to 
participate in the Trump administration's renewed review of the federal 
program. 

"Automakers seek certainty, predictability and rationality-- over time-- from 
the regulatory process," the letter says. "Given the multi-agency and 
federal/state realities of these programs, the idea of [a national program] is 
critical to smart, coherent regulation." 

The group added that it hopes "all stakeholders, including California, [will 
come] to the table in a genuine, serious and constructive effort to build 
consensus for a thoughtful, coordinated policy outcome." 
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Given California's offer to "sit down" with automakers, as well as industry's 
stated goal for a "consensus" process, it appears less likely that the Trump 
administration will ultimately target the state's air act waiver, an 
unprecedented step that state officials vowed to vigorously oppose in court. 

'Standards Are Appropriate' 

At the meeting, GARB passed a resolution that accepts ==-=~_:;;.::::;~~~;::;:;._ 
ri"'UII"'IJ\1 of its multi-pronged Advanced Clean Cars regulation, which 

includes the GHG tailpipe standards, zero-emission vehicle (ZEV) regulation 
and low emission vehicle (LEV) Ill air pollution emission limits, including an 
ultra-low particulate matter standard. 

Specifically, that its staffs analysis of the vehicle GHG 
standards "affirmed current federal standards are appropriate, and GARB 
recommends continued participation in the National Program through 2025, 
provided no future changes weaken expected benefits in California." 

Last week, EPA and DOT announced they would revisit the Obama EPA's 
January determination to retain current GHG standards for MY22-25 
vehicles, which was widely seen as a move to complicate any Trump efforts 
to soften the rules. 

This week, EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt to re-open the 
mid-term review, suggesting that it is part of a broader effort by the 
administration to provide relief to the auto sector. 

Gov. Jerry Brown (D), visiting with federal officials and lawmakers this week 
in Washington, D.C., ramped up the Golden State's rhetoric on expected 
Trump administration efforts to soften the light-duty vehicle GHG standards 
and potentiaiiy target the state's power to set stronger iimits. 

Nichols also during the meeting criticized as "troubling" recent automaker 
suggestions that GARB agreed in 2011 as part of the national pact on the 
MY17 -25 standards that companies would be "deemed to comply" with 
California rules as long as they met whatever federal standards are in place 
during that time frame. 

The state's mid-term review, she noted, says such "deemed to comply" 
language applies only if the federal program is unchanged from the current 
requirements. 

And Nichols pushed back on automaker statements that EPA prematurely 
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ended the federal mid-term review, arguing "it was never intended" by the 
federal agencies and GARB that the review would "have to go out to the full 
possible length" of the schedule laid out by the regulators, which was mid-
2018. 

She said the automakers' complaints about this process "struck us as being 
strange, to put it mildly, and certainly not based on the agreement that we 
were part of." 

GARB says in its mid-term review that it is beginning to develop post-2025 
GHG tailpipe standards because the "national program is very modest in 
terms of promoting electrification needed to meet California's public health 
and environmental needs beyond 2025." 

ZEV Requirements 

GARB's passage of the resolution also maintains the stringency of its ZEV 
and LEV Ill regulations through 2025, despite calls by automakers to ease 
the ZEV requirements, especially given the fact that several Northeast states 
have adopted California's rules. Industry says there is poor demand for ZEVs 
in that region. 

The GARB plan calls for ZEV requirements to be strengthened "for 2026 and 
subsequent model years to continue on the path towards meeting 
California's 2030 and later climate change and air quality targets." New 
provisions will target how ZEV credits are generated and to "increase 
certainty on future vehicle volumes, technology improvement," and plug-in 
hybrid electric vehicle qualifications and other factors to maximize GHG and 
criteria pollutant reductions. 

Steve Douglas, representing the auto alliance, told the GARB meeting that 
"the ZEV market is not sustainable today." He said the board's regulations 
are "very aggressive," requiring a tripling of sales over the next few years 
and requiring other states to sell "five to 10 times" that amount. 

Douglas pointed out the for easing the current 
ZEV standards, but said if the board was not interested in making changes 
now, "we ask the board to continue to monitor this and make appropriate 
changes in the 2019 time frame." -- Curt Barry l"'n!::~rntrrflllillr,nt::l•IIIIC: 
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David Dickinson 

202-343-9256 
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Cc: Simon, Kari[Simon.Karl@epa.gov]; Snapp, Lisa[snapp.lisa@epa.gov]; Dickinson, 
David[Dickinson. David@epa .gov] 
To: Moran, Robin[moran.robin@epa.gov]; Alson, Jeff[alson.jeff@epa.gov]; Olechiw, 
Michael[olechiw .michael@epa.gov] 
From: Charmley, William 
Sent: Mon 3/27/2017 5:05:07 PM 
Subject: Fwd: Inside EPA: GARB retains GHG rules (and letter from Alliance to White House) 

This article references in March 23 letter from the auto alliance 

if someone could find that letter and email it around I would appreciate it 

Thanks 
Bill 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Dickinson, David" 
Date: March 27,2017 at 12:23:30 PM EDT 

"Charmley, William" 
"Olechiw, Michael" <Q~IJlY~uQ~l@mLmnr "Alson, 

"Moran, Robin" 
Subject: Inside EPA: CARB retains GHG rules (and letter from Alliance to White 
House) 

March 24, 2017 

The California Air Resources Board (GARB) is retaining the state's vehicle 
greenhouse gas standards for model year 2022-2025 that currently align with 
national rules, but is inviting the auto industry to discuss its implementation 
concerns, though its top official is promising to maintain the rules "overall 
impact." 

The move suggests that the board may be open to tweaking its rules to 
maintain one set of national requirements amid the Trump administration's 
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recent move to revisit federal standards, though it indicates a relatively 
narrow set of options may be available to the administration and the industry 
as they work to review the parallel federal standards. 

"We invite you to come and sit down with us, if you have specific concerns 
about the implementation of the existing regulations that can be addressed 
without weakening the overall impact, which is what I've heard the leaders of 
your associations say is what you wanted to do," GARB Chairwoman Mary 
Nichols said during a March 24 meeting, addressing industry 
representatives. 

However, Nichols also sharply criticized the automakers for asking EPA to 
reopen its mid-term review of the MY22-25 standards. 

"What were you thinking? What were you thinking when you threw 
yourselves on the mercy of the Trump administration to try to solve your 
problems?" she said. "It just does not make sense." 

She also attacked the industry, charging it had lobbied behind the scenes for 
EPA to reject or revoke GARB's Clean Air Act waiver to implement stricter 
vehicle GHG emission rules than the federal government. 

"And when we hear today that you didn't really mean to question the validity 
of the California waiver-- well, our newly confirmed head of the EPA said he 
was prepared to do just that," Nichols said. "What did you mean when you 
said you didn't want to question the overall thrust of the standards? Why do 
another review if the current program is basically okay?" 

Despite her sharp criticism, she added: "Now, ifthere were changes that 
needed to be made again on the implementation side, bring them forward 
and have a discussion. We invite you to do that." 

Nichols comments came one day after the Alliance of Automobile 
Manufacturers sent letter to California officials and the White House that 
stressed the importance of maintaining "one national program" of GHG rules, 
in which state, EPA and Transportation Department (DOT) standards are 
aligned, despite the Golden State's authority to enforce stricter limits. 

In to the White House, the group both signaled that it does 
not want a broad rollback of the program, while urging California to 
participate in the Trump administration's renewed review of the federal 
program. 
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"Automakers seek certainty, predictability and rationality-- over time-- from 
the regulatory process," the letter says. "Given the multi-agency and 
federal/state realities of these programs, the idea of [a national program] is 
critical to smart, coherent regulation." 

The group added that it hopes "all stakeholders, including California, [will 
come] to the table in a genuine, serious and constructive effort to build 
consensus for a thoughtful, coordinated policy outcome." 

Given California's offer to "sit down" with automakers, as well as industry's 
stated goal for a "consensus" process, it appears less likely that the Trump 
administration will ultimately target the state's air act waiver, an 
unprecedented step that state officials vowed to vigorously oppose in court. 

'Standards Are Appropriate' 

At the meeting, GARB passed a resolution that accepts ~=~~~~~=--
ri"'HII"'li\1 of its multi-pronged Advanced Clean Cars regulation, which 

includes the GHG tailpipe standards, zero-emission vehicle (ZEV) regulation 
and low emission vehicle (LEV) Ill air pollution emission limits, including an 
ultra-low particulate matter standard. 

Specifically, that its staffs analysis of the vehicle GHG 
standards "affirmed current federal standards are appropriate, and GARB 
recommends continued participation in the National Program through 2025, 
provided no future changes weaken expected benefits in California." 

Last week, EPA and DOT announced they would revisit the Obama EPA's 
January determination to retain current GHG standards for MY22-25 
vehicles, which was widely seen as a move to complicate any Trump efforts 
to soften the rules. 

This week, EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt to re-open the 
mid-term review, suggesting that it is part of a broader effort by the 
administration to provide relief to the auto sector. 

Gov. Jerry Brown (D), visiting with federal officials and lawmakers this week 
in Washington, D.C., ramped up the Golden State's rhetoric on expected 
Trump administration efforts to soften the light-duty vehicle GHG standards 
and potentially target the state's power to set stronger limits. 

Nichols also during the meeting criticized as "troubling" recent automaker 
suggestions that GARB agreed in 2011 as part of the national pact on the 
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MY17 -25 standards that companies would be "deemed to comply" with 
California rules as long as they met whatever federal standards are in place 
during that time frame. 

The state's mid-term review, she noted, says such "deemed to comply" 
language applies only if the federal program is unchanged from the current 
requirements. 

And Nichols pushed back on automaker statements that EPA prematurely 
ended the federal mid-term review, arguing "it was never intended" by the 
federal agencies and GARB that the review would "have to go out to the full 
possible length" of the schedule laid out by the regulators, which was mid-
2018. 

She said the automakers' complaints about this process "struck us as being 
strange, to put it mildly, and certainly not based on the agreement that we 
were part of." 

GARB says in its mid-term review that it is beginning to develop post-2025 
GHG tailpipe standards because the "national program is very modest in 
terms of promoting electrification needed to meet California's public health 
and environmental needs beyond 2025." 

ZEV Requirements 

GARB's passage of the resolution also maintains the stringency of its ZEV 
and LEV Ill regulations through 2025, despite calls by automakers to ease 
the ZEV requirements, especially given the fact that several Northeast states 
have adopted California's rules. Industry says there is poor demand for ZEVs 
in that region. 

The CARB pian caiis for ZEV requirements to be strengthened "for 2026 and 
subsequent model years to continue on the path towards meeting 
California's 2030 and later climate change and air quality targets." New 
provisions will target how ZEV credits are generated and to "increase 
certainty on future vehicle volumes, technology improvement," and plug-in 
hybrid electric vehicle qualifications and other factors to maximize GHG and 
criteria pollutant reductions. 

Steve Douglas, representing the auto alliance, told the GARB meeting that 
"the ZEV market is not sustainable today." He said the board's regulations 
are "very aggressive," requiring a tripling of sales over the next few years 
and requiring other states to sell "five to 10 times" that amount. 
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Douglas pointed out the for easing the current 
ZEV standards, but said if the board was not interested in making changes 
now, "we ask the board to continue to monitor this and make appropriate 
changes in the 2019 time frame." -- Curt Barry,=~~=~==~""'' 

David Dickinson 

202-343-9256 

ED_ 001220 _ 00000969-00005 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006421 Production Set #1 

To: Grundler, Christopher[grundler.christopher@epa.gov]; OTAQ 
Materials[OT AQMaterials@epa .gov] 
Cc: Moran, Robin[moran.robin@epa.gov]; Bolon, Kevin[Bolon.Kevin@epa.gov]; Olechiw, 
Michael[olechiw.michael@epa.gov]; Barba, Daniel[barba.daniel@epa.gov]; Simon, 
Kari[Simon .Karl@epa.gov]; Hengst, Benjamin[Hengst. Benjamin@epa.gov] 
From: Charmley, William 
Sent: Sun 3/26/2017 12:27:27 AM 
Subject: Material for Chris for Tuesday's meeting in D.C. with Toyota and NHTSA/DOT on light-duty 
GHG and CAFE standards 

Dear Chris, 

.LA:..ttached to this email are 5 documents regarding our meeting on Ttlesday of this v•1eel( vv"ith 
Toyota and DOT/NHTSA on light-duty GHG/CAFE. These documents are: 

1) The Agenda and List of Toyota & EPA attenddees 

2) Draft opening talking points that Robin drafted and I have reviewed for you for the 
beginning of the meeting. It is important that you review these and let us know if you would 
like changes. 

3) A 2-page document regarding the leadership organization of two of Toyota's operations 
here in the U.S., Toyota Motor Sales, and the D.C. Office. This also includes a bio on Bob 
Carter, the most senior person from Toyota in the U.S. who will be attending this meeting. 

4) A power point presentation from the EPA technical staff (more on this below) 

5) An Automotive News article from Toyota from November of2015. I still like this article 
as it provides a global view from the CEO of the company on what the firms long-term plans are. 
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We have a 1-hour pre-brief with you on Monday afternoon from 3-4pm where we can discuss the 
material, and the meeting in general. 

Time of the Meeting & Location: 

e[J[][J[J[J[J[J[J The meeting is at the Toyota D.C. offices. The OTAQ team is landing at DCA at 
9am and we will go straight to Toyota. 

•J[[J[J[J[J[J[J The draft agenda says the meeting will go from 1 Oam until 4pm. However, I had 
initially discussed with Rick Gezelle in February a lOam- 2pm meeting. We only received the 
agenda at the end of the day Friday, and I have flagged that for Rick today. I have a conflict at 
3:30pm, so at the most I can participate until 3pm. Mike, Rick and I will figure that out on 
Monday. 

What do we know about DOT/NHTSA 

•J[[][J[J[J[J[J I don't believe anyone on my team, including myself, have spoken with NHTSA 
since I saw Jim Tamm at the Detroit Auto Show, and Mike and others saw Jim Tamm at the SAE 
Gov't-Industry meeting in January. 

•J[[J[J[J[J[][J Mike will be calling Jim to discuss the meeting on Monday, and he can let us know 
what he learns at the Monday pre-brief 

What is the EPA Presentation? 

•J[[J[J[J[J[J[J OTAQ has had detailed technical meetings with Toyota in the past few years: a 
visit to Nagoya in 2014, a mass-reduction meeting in Ann Arbor a few years ago, and our all-day 
meeting with Toyota in November 2015 (one day in California, Y2 day in D.C.). 

e[J[J[J[J[][J[J[J At the Japan 2014 meeting and the November 2015 meeting, EPA had many 
technical questions on the Toyota plans for advanced gasoline engines/transmissions. 

•J[[J[J[J[J[][J The D.C. team (Rick Gezelle and others), pushed their colleages in Japan to 
provide more detailed data. This was provided in May 2015. Detailed specifications from 
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Toyota of 5 of their main-line vehicles, and what type of C02 performance/efficency for the 
vehicle, engine, transmissions 

•[[[][][][][][] Unfortunately, while we did look at the data, we did not have the time to engage 
Toyota because of the Draft TAR, and then because of our work on the Proposed and Final 
Determination we were not able to meet with Toyota 

e[][][J[J[][][[J This presentation is EPA's initial assessment of the Toyota data, and how it 
compares to the EPA technical assessment 

•[[[][][[][][] We provided this presentation to Toyota this past Tuesday, and there have been a 
few calls already this week to discuss 

•[[[J[J[J[J[J[J We will have about 45 minutes top present and discuss this data at the meeting. 

Lunch 

e[J[][J[][][J[][J Toyota will provide lunch for our working lunch. Rick will let us know on 
Monday, but it will probably be $15 or $20 per person. 
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AUTO ALLIANCE 

DR lVI NG IN NOVATION~ 

March 23,2017 

Gary Cohn 

B03 7th Street N.W., Suite 300 I Washington, DC 20001 

202.326.5500 I www.autoalliance.org 

MITCH BAINWOL President& CEO 

Director, National Economic Council 
The White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Ave. NW 
Washington, DC 20500 

Dear Director Cohn: 

We appreciate the Trump Administration's announcement last week to ensure that a transparent data
driven analysis will occur prior to reaching a fmal determination on CAFE/GHG standards, consistent 
with the long held schedule originally advanced by the prior Administration. In particular, a mid
term review (MTR) can now occur with current data and timely evidence of market realities. 

We are now in MY 2017. The agreement between DOT, EPA and California was finalized in 2012 
during MY 2013 via a joint final rule with compliance requirements through MY 2025. With the 
President's action, now there will be an appropriate opportunity to inform the final determination with 
updated relevant data that more closely approximates a "mid-term" in the truest sense of the word. 

As you well know, we are committed to a future of increasing fuel economy. We also believe that it 
is important not to prejudge the outcome of the MTR. At the same time, we are concerned that 
consumers are not yet embracing the high MPG offerings we are putting into the market to a degree 
necessary to facilitate compliance with the original schedule. And that of course, was precisely why 
the MTR was part of the original Agreement. All parties wanted to make sure that the underlying 
assumptions about consumer behavior, gas prices and technology costs and adoption remained 
valid. The need to make sure we are right about these assumptions is critical to reach a 
determination that fully recognizes, and then optimizes, the broad public policy cQncerns implicated 
by these standards, including affordability, employment and carbon reduction. 

A key selling point in the original 2012 Agreement was the commitment to ONP- One National 
Program. That remains an important priority for automakers. Automakers seek certainty, 
predictability and rationality- over time - from the regulatory process. Given the multi-agency and 
federal/state realities of these programs, the idea of ONP is critical to smart, coherent regulation. 

In the context oflast week's announcement, we were pleased to see that the White House indicated a 
desire to bring all relevant stakeholders, including California, to the table in a genuine, serious and 
constructive effort to build consensus for a thoughtful, coordinated policy outcome. We think that 
such an effort is wise and timely, and look forward to participating. Ideally, this process will kick off 
as soon as possible so that this important work can begin. 

BMW Group .1:.9~.. ~ ~ ~ 11\ • MllSUBiliHl 
..., ~ 'C:J llferced~s-Jlenz ... MOTOIIS 
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AUTO ALLIANCE 

DR lVI NG IN NOVATION• 

March 23, 2017 

Gary Cohn 
Director, National Economic Council 
The White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Ave. NW 
Washington, DC 20500 

Dear Director Cohn: 

B03 7th Street N.W., Suite 300 I Washington, DC 20001 

202.326.5500 I www.autoalliance.org 

MITCH BAINWOL President& CEO 

We appreciate the Trump Administration's announcement last week to ensure that a transparent data
driven analysis will occur prior to reaching a final determination on CAFE/GHG standards, consistent 
with the long held schedule originally advanced by the prior Administration. In particular, a mid
term review (MTR) can now occur with current data and timely evidence of market realities. 

We are now in MY 2017. The agreement between DOT, EPA and California was finalized in 2012 
during MY 2013 via a joint final rule with compliance requirements through MY 2025. With the 
President's action, now there will be an appropriate opportunity to inform the final determination with 
updated relevant data that more closely approximates a "mid-term" in the truest sense of the word. 

As you well know, we are committed to a future of increasing fuel economy. We also believe that it 
is important not to prejudge the outcome of the MTR. At the same time, we are concerned that 
consumers are not yet embracing the high MPG offerings we are putting into the market to a degree 
necessary to facilitate compliance with the original schedule. And that of course, was precisely why 
the MTR was part of the original Agreement. All parties wanted to make sure that the underlying 
assumptions about consumer behavior, gas prices and technology costs and adoption remained 
valid. The need to make sure we are right about these assumptions is critical to reach a 
determination that fully recognizes, and then optimizes, the broad public policy CQncerns implicated 
by these standards, including affordability, employment and carbon reduction. 

A key selling point in the original 2012 Agreement was the commitment to ONP- One National 
Program. That remains an important priority for automakers. Automakers seek certainty, 
predictability and rationality- over time from the regulatory process. Given the multi-agency and 
federal/state realities of these programs, the idea of ONP is critical to smart, coherent regulation. 

In the context oflast week's announcement, we were pleased to see that the White House indicated a 
desire to bring all relevant stakeholders, including California, to the table in a genuine, serious and 
constructive effort to build consensus for a thoughtful, coordinated policy outcome. We think that 
such an effort is wise and timely, and look forward to participating. Ideally, this process will kick off 
as soon as possible so that this important work can begin. 

SMWGroup •• E.Q6.. ~ IJ 
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To: 
From: 

Olechiw, Michael[olechiw.michael@epa.gov]; Moran, Robin[moran.robin@epa.gov] 
Charmley, William 

Sent: Wed 3/22/2017 8:21 :56 PM 
Subject: FW: Letter for State Environmental Commissioners on Final Determination for GHG Standards 

Bill Charmley 

Director 

Assessment and Standards Division 

Office of Transportation and Air Quality 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

National Vehicle and Fuel Emissions Laboratory 

2000 Traverwood Drive 

Ann Arbor, Ml 48105 

desk ph. 734-214-4466 

cell ph. 734-545-0333 

e-mail: charmley.william@epa.gov 

From: Simon, Karl 
Sent: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 3:21 PM 
To: Charmley, William <charmley.william@epa.gov>; Hengst, Benjamin 
<Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov> 
Subject: FW: Letter for State Environmental Commissioners on Final Determination for GHG 
Standards 
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From: Arthur Marin Lmilll!tQJ:m:!ill!!l{fllru~~lli@J 
Sent: Wednesday, March 22,2017 2:58PM 
To: Grundler, Christopher 
Cc: Simon, Karl 
Subject: Letter for State Environmental Commissioners on Final Determination for GHG 
Standards 

Dear Chris and Karl: 

Attached is a bi-partisan letter to Administrator Pruitt signed by Environmental Commissioners 
from 10 states and DC asking EPA to maintain the "Final Determination on the Appropriateness 
of the Model Year 2022-2025 Light-Duty Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emissions Standards." The 
letter also stresses the importance of the independent authority of California to implement its 
own standards and the right of other states to opt into those California standards. 

Regards, 

Arthur 

Arthur Marin 

Executive Director 

NESCAUM 

617 259-2017 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Helfand, Gloria[helfand.gloria@epa.gov] 
Moran, Robin[moran.robin@epa.gov] 
Charmley, William 
Wed 3/22/2017 6:34:59 PM 
Re: Jobs Bounce Debated As Trump Promises CAFE Review 

Yes, thanks 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Mar 22, 2017, at 1:04 PM, Helfand, Gloria wrote: 

Robin & I discussed that, during the consumer briefing next week, we can discuss the 
Graham report as well as scheduling this meeting. Does that seem reasonable? 

Gloria Helfand, Ph.D. 

Assessment and Standards Division 

Office of Transportation and Air Quality 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

2000 Traverwood Drive 

Ann Arbor, Ml48105 

(734) 214-4688 

From: Charmley, William 
Sent: Wednesday, March 22,2017 1:03PM 
To: Moran, Robin Helfand, Gloria <hh~"'!.f1t~~~·'LQ1Qr@@5~L.ru~> 
Subject: RE: Jobs Bounce Debated As Trump Promises CAFE Review 

Robin and Gloria -

ED_ 001220 _ 00001 000-00001 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006421 Production Set #1 

Let's make sure that Gloria follows up with John Graham at I.U. regarding the offer for a 
briefing for the EPA analysts. 

It would be great if they could come to Ann Arbor sometime in the next few months. 

Bill 

From: Moran, Robin 
Sent: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 11:52 AM 
To: Midterm Review <Ml!Q!~rLJ~~Yffl::.~~QQ:'L> Charmley, William 

Subject: FW: Jobs Bounce Debated As Trump Promises CAFE Review 

This article's bottom line: "It is unclear, though, where in the auto industry chain new jobs 
would sprout from looser efficiency regulations, or how many could be created." 

Includes quotes from Bainwol, Therese Langer, Senator Markey, and some UM professor 
talking about a gas tax. Quotes also from the NHTSA preamble in 17-25 rule on 
employment effects. 

Jobs Bounce Debated As Trump Promises CAFE Review 
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President 
dioxide emissions standards cti!-IUC1.urv 
rushed with limited inn11c:tr\/ is 
considered debatable. 

"EPA a fast one," Rebecca Blue says of the late-2016 
CAFE review. "It was incre<jibllv disirlQEmulous. 

President Obama brokered a deal with automakers vehicles in the U.S. for a CAFE 
standard of 54.5 mpg L/100 2025. The which with the '17 
model year, are the field level between makers of nr~=•rlnmiln::~r1tl" 

or smaller vehicles. It also contains credits and other to make the 
meet. 

Ho·we·ver the carrot Obama with the rules was a midterm review in 
2016 to determine how the was ag<:Jin!st the standards. A first in 
the review was a technical assessment paper released in NHTSA and California 
Air Resources Board. It concluded automakers were the necessary innovations to rmr1rn\tA 
efficie1ncy at a faster pace and lower cost than but 54.5 mpg 2025 be 
unrealistic. 

The review was to continue with from stakeholders until but the EPA moved the 
deadline up to and decided to maintain the standards as nr;,,;n,~lht written before Obama 
left office. 

that 2017-2018 will be used to carry out a midterm review with the full 
participa1:ion of the auto " FCA CEO Marchio nne said last week after a 
outside Detroit to announce know for a fact that we were not called in 
the late-2016 To me it was like on a deal. don't like it." 

R<=~inlMnl Pl"eS11de1nt and CEO of the Alliance of Automobile rvra1rruravtur~::r ;::,, a loblbVi!>t for the 
critic of the EPA's accelerated calls 

Others claim a second review at risk billions of dollars in pol:ential fuel sm11ncls for consumers 
and dramatic reduction in emissions. 

the administration toward but are their 
ri'"'"'"''r"'r'"' " says Therese program at the American 

Efficient an advocate for energy offirion"" 

efficiEmc:y standards introduces manufacturers' 
nl<=~nninn "she adds. "What is certain is that is not a for 

the remarkable success our domestic manufacturers have achieved in recent years." 

called any of the rules "the wrong way to go for our 
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economy and environment." 

rAI~~virlf'l burdenSOme inrlll<::tr\1 I t:;yulctli'UI 

tax among other ou~>ln~3ss:-rnen,mv 
efficiEmc:v standards is debatable. 

could revitalize the auto Chaison, an industrial relations labor historian 
at Clark in WclrcE~stE3r 

would from looser efficiEmc:y 
from a rules rollback 

As for 2017-2025 touted creation as a benefit of 
the cleaner air and reduced annual fuel costs for Americans. The National 
Resources Defense Council and National Wildlife Foundation stated in a to the EPA and 
NHTSA of the standards that if 75% of the additional content needed for fleets to 

L/1 00 2020 were into an estimated 1 new 

"The final rule will have a pm;itiv'e 
assemblers for additional such as 

The Detour a was one voice nr"" lin"' 

surJpliers and auto 

imrJiicati<Jns of the rule would be lost as fuel-effici•enc:y te:chrlolc)giElS 
and deflated sales. The Center for Automotive Rese:arch 

NHTSA determined nthAriAiiC::A 

losses in the near-term in the automotive inlilllc::t:nJ 

U.S. auto 

But the also witnessed an historic rebound from record-low sales at the end of the nr""'"'r'''c:: 

decade to all-time annual of 17.5 million vehicles in 2015 and 2016. Low interest 
consumer confidence and 

dP.\rP.IoomP.ntofruei-Sc!VIrlatEiChrlolciQie:s. 

Last the same outcome from in the direction. 
Lind land says it is difficult to sp•ectJialte on what effect looser fuel rules would create. 

"It is not a black-and-white "she says. "If OEMs were allowed to invest in the tec:hnolc1giE~s 
consumers want and there is a environmental everyone wins. But the 
is on fuel economy. There is not a national demand for and electric vehicles." 

ap~)eti"te for less-fuel-efficient vehicles could be the wild card in 
remain as many feared when the 2017-2025 rules were u1 a1nc:•...1. 

consumers may continue to eschew mandated fuel-efficient and automakers will have 
to cut to make up for unsold tJIU'uu•"L;>. 
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"Whether it spurs or inhibits 

would go. Some have 
nrnmicoo of autonomous R&D lost to cutbacks in fue!l-eifficien<}V 
But at the same automakers are reluctant to add verliCie-r:lrOClUCllor 
fear another sales downturn would lead to a new round of 

car:1acity utilization of U.S. auto last year was 
103.1% based on a work week over 52 weeks. WardsAuto forecasts lower 
car:1acity utilization in 2017 of which is still and a difficult environment to add 

to make them without new brick-and-mortar. 

umversrty of Mic:hicJan 
fue!l-e1~0n10nrlv and emissions rules as po~;sib·ly 

he says, but because it does not address the dictator of 

"Pcilic\im~3kirla has not been very " he says. went for a easier answer than 
gas tax. And no one will see these It is a very small amount either way. 

is correct in his assessment of this spElCific 
"he says. 

but not the broader context. There is no 

But a fresh look at the rules 
adds. 

automakers may have a new 

in Donald because 

From: NADA Headlines rm:=~ilt•'"~"n:::~rl:::~hl=>:::~rilinAc:,({j)rl:::~rll:::~ 

Sent: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 10:05 AM 
To: Moran, Robin < JI~''1DrE.J• 'J..:IQ.I;m:JJm§tQ.§.:illr:J..> 
Subject: Jobs Bounce Debated As Trump Promises CAFE Review 
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President Trump's plan to conduct a second midterm review of 
federal fuel-economy and carbon-dioxide emissions standards 
arguably sets right a wrong because the previous examination was 
rushed through with limited industry input, but whether easing 
those goals will create jobs is considered debatable. 
Source: WardsAuto 

Global car makers push Trump to take a harder line over 
Chinese regulations that protect local companies 

March 21 
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Top auto makers, facing the threat of costly North American trade 
policy changes, want the Trump administration to take a harder 
line on a market thousands of miles from their home turf. China's 
car business is attractive to outsiders chasing sales growth, but 
rules protecting local companies dent profits of global auto giants 
and force them to share technology with potential rivals. The 25% 
tariff on vehicle imports makes U.S.-built automobiles too 
expensive for most buyers in the world's largest auto market. 
Source: The Wall Street Journal (subscription required) 

Spring couldn't have come soon enough for Mexican officials who 
worried that the North American Free Trade Agreement might not 
survive the winter of Donald Trump's ascent. So far, cooler heads 
on both sides of the border have prevailed, paving the way for 
negotiations later this year that may find the right mix of 
concessions to keep the trilateral trading bloc alive for another 
quarter century. 
Source: Automotive News 

Fiat Chrysler Chief Executive Sergio Marchionne said on Tuesday 
he was looking forward to meeting Volkswagen boss Matthias 
Mueller to discuss a possible tie-up between the two carmakers 
but added he hadn't seen his counterpart in six to seven months. 
Marchionne has long advocated car industry mergers to share the 
costs of making cleaner and more technologically advanced 
vehicles and has repeatedly relayed his desire via the media. 
Source: Reuters 

Angela Margolit with Bluebird Auto Rental Systems will highlight 
the benefits of implementing a courtesy transportation program 
(CTP) at the dealership. Find out the advantages of CTP tools 
such as reservation planners, computer-generated loaner 
agreements, interactive dashboards and more. to 
register. 

Date: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 
Time: 12 p.m. ET 
Duration: 30 minutes 
Source: NADA Dealership Operations 
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NADA Chairman Mark Scarpelli and NADA Chief Economist 
Steven Szakaly will share their insights on the overall economy 
and where it is trending and provide any revisions to NADA's 
outlook following the first quarter sales results for new cars and 
light trucks, as well as highlight the key sales indicators and drivers 
of the retail-auto industry. NADA has forecast sales of 17.1 million 
new light vehicles for 2017. 

When: Wednesday, April 5, 2017 
Call-in Time: 11 a.m. ET 

Scarpelli is president of Raymond Chevrolet and Raymond Kia in 
Antioch, Ill., and co-owner of Ray Chevrolet and Ray Chrysler-Jeep 
Dodge-Ram in Fox Lake, Ill. 

A Q&A session with members of the media and industry will follow 
the briefing. to register. 
Source: NADA 

Past Articles: 

•· March 21 -
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Past Articles: 

IChlaison, an 
industrial 
relations labor 
historian at 
Clark 
IUrliVE!rsity in 
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,--------------,-,!~.@!!!(12 

p.m. ET) 

NADA 
members can 
view past 
webinars on
demand at no 
charge at 

Members must 
create an 
NADA account 
before viewing. 

I 

For more info, visit Any opinions or statements contained herein do not 
necessarily reflect of NADA. Factual errors are the responsibility of the 
listed publication. This email may contain an advertisement of NADA products 
and services. Questions or comments concerning NADA Headlines content may 
be directed to To unsubscribe from future editions of 
NADA NADA, 8400 Westpark Drive, Tysons, VA 
22102. 
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To: 
From: 

Moran, Robin[moran.robin@epa.gov]; Helfand, Gloria[helfand.gloria@epa.gov] 
Charmley, William 

Sent: Wed 3/22/2017 5:03:19 PM 
Subject: RE: Jobs Bounce Debated As Trump Promises CAFE Review 

Robin and Gloria -

Let's make sure that Gloria follows up with John Graham at I.U. regarding the offer for a briefing 
for the EPA analysts. 

It would be great if they could come to Ann Arbor sometime in the next few months. 

Bill 

From: Moran, Robin 
Sent: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 11:52 AM 
To: Midterm Review <Midterm_Review@epa.gov>; Charmley, William 
<charm!ey. v;i!!iam@epa.gov> 
Subject: FW: Jobs Bounce Debated As Trump Promises CAFE Review 

This article's bottom line: "It is unclear, though, where in the auto industry chain new jobs would 
sprout from looser efficiency regulations, or how many could be created." 
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Includes quotes from Bainwol, Therese Langer, Senator Markey, and some UM professor 
talking about a gas tax. Quotes also from the NHTSA preamble in 17-25 rule on employment 
effects. 

Jobs Bounce Debated As Trump Promises CAFE Review 

The pre!Si(:ierlt's pre!sented his administration's second look at the standards as 
carnp.aign orornis;e burdensome to stimulate ,..,."""*'" 

President 
a wrong because the examination was rushed 

those will create is considered debatable. 

"EPA a fast one," Rebecca Blue says of the late-2016 CAFE 
review. "It was inc1·ediiblyriicinnaru 

President Obama brokered a deal with automakers vehicles in the U.S. for a CAFE 
standard of 54.5 mpg L/1 00 2025. The stair-s·tep1oed with the '17 model 
year, are or smaller 
vehicles. It also contains credits and other lnn•nhrll<=>c: easier to meet. 

However the carrot Obama with the rules was a midterm review in 2016 
to determine how the was standards. A first in the review 
was a technical assessment paper released in NHTSA and California Air Resources 
Board. It concluded automakers were the necessary innovations to at a faster 
pace and lower cost than but 54.5 mpg 2025 be unrealistic. 

The review was to continue with from stakeholders until but the EPA moved the 
deadline up to and decided to maintain the standards as nr;,,;n,::.lh' written before Obama left 
office. 

that 2017-2018 will be used to carry out a midterm review with the full 
pariicipation of the auto " FCA CEO Marchio nne said last week after a 
Detroit to announce know for a fact that we were not called in 

Mitch Bain\1\rol, pre,sident and CEO of the Alliance of Automobile l\/1::1,m of::~rtoorArc: 

and critic of the EPA's accelerated calls 

Others claim a second review at risk billions of dollars in nnir<>nti<>l fuel c:""''inroc: for consumers and 
pO!:iSibly dramatic reduction in t:::~ilniroA emissions. 

"Automakers pw;;he1d the administration toward but are their own 
a " says Therese din:;ct•or-1:rar1soortaticm program at the American Council for 
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in standards introduces 
planning," she adds. "What is certain is that is not a 
remarkable success our domestic manufacturers have achieved in recent years." 

U.S. Sen. Ed .,_..-,.,r,, called any of the rules "the wrong way to go for our sec;unty 
economy and environment." 

rhetoric has orE1senteid fulfilling a 
l"'!:ltmn!:liron nt"()ITiiC:A Of burdensome infi11 IC:fl"\1 Cii::JUICHI'UI 

tax among other will come from 
efficiEmc:v standards is debatable. 

could revitalize the auto inrl• •c:tr" an industrial relations labor historian at 
University in MA. "It's pay·ba(;k 

where in the auto would from looser ottllf'lt:>nf'\1 

from a rules rollback runs or how many could be created. In 
mrlorn.inninn their enactment in 2011. 

for 2017-2025 touted creation as a benefit of the 
<=>ln.nn<::irl;:::. cleaner air and reduced annual fuel costs for Americans. The National Resources 

Defense Council and National Wildlife Foundation stated in a to the EPA and NHTSA 
rlr,;:,ttir•n of the standards that if 75% of the additional content needed for fleets to reach 40 mpg L/1 00 

2020 were into an estimated 1 new would be created. 

"The final rule will have a om;m..,,e 
assemblers for additional such as turbo(::h<:lral3rs 

The Defour '"'u"""''"'Y was one voice 
would be lost as fuel-elfici·enc:v tEiChllOI<)QiElS 

and deflated sales. The Center for Automotive Rese<:~rch. 

losses in 

But the also witnessed an historic rebound from record-low sales at the end of the I.J'"'v''-'u" 
decade to all-time annual of 17.5 million vehicles in 2015 and 2016. Low interest 

gas have been cited as the nnrTI<JI"\/ 

Last in the OPIPm;ite direction. Lindland 

"It is not a black-and-white "she says. "If OEMs were allowed to invest in the tec:hnolclgiE3S 
consumers want and there is a tanqible environmental everyone wins. But the 
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ap~)etite for less-fuel-efficient vehicles could be the wild card in 
remain as many feared when the 2017-2025 rules were 

consumers may continue to eschew mandated fuel-efficient and automakers will have to cut 
to make up for unsold u•u'UU'"'"· 

"Whether it spurs or inhibits 

The would go. Some have 
nrnmi<:A of autonomous R&D lost to cutbacks in lel-effiCiEmc;y research. But at 
the same automakers are reluctant to add velliCie-~lrO<]UCHOI ca1oa<;ity in the U.S. for fear another 
sales downturn would lead to a new round of "'"'"in'"" 

ca1oac:ity utilization of U.S. auto "'c:'~""rnhllu 
work week over 52 weeks. WardsAuto forecasts 

which is still and a difficult environment to add prclducts and the 
to make them without new brick-and-mortar. 

orclfe:sscJr of in Ann 
is correct in his view of and emissions rules as poor 

he says, but because it does not address the dictator of consumer 

"P,..,I;r,"n-'"'kinn has not been very " he says. went for a easier answer than a 
gas tax. And no one will see these It is a very small amount either way. 

is correct in his assessment of this spE~cific 
"he says. 

but not the broader context. There is no free 

But a fresh look at the rules 

"The auto has an in Donald because 

From: NADA Headlines [!J]~;m§ili~@s:!lllli~ID~~::g] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 10:05 AM 
To: Moran, Robin .,...!I~'l!Jra!"l.[QJ:;~~Q§.,QQif..> 
Subject: Jobs Bounce Debated As Trump Promises CAFE Review 

View Web Version 

"he says. 

ED_001220_00001001-00004 



FOIA EPA-HQ-2017-006421 Production Set #1 

resident Trump's plan to conduct a second midterm review of 
fL---"'f,~rlc•r<>l fuel-economy and carbon-dioxide emissions standards 

arguably sets right a wrong because the previous examination was 
rushed through with limited industry input, but whether easing those 
goals will create jobs is considered debatable. 
Source: WardsAuto 

Global car makers push Trump to take a harder line over 
Chinese regulations that protect local companies 

Top auto makers, facing the threat of costly North American trade 
policy changes, want the Trump administration to take a harder line 
on a market thousands of miles from their home turf. China's car 
business is attractive to outsiders chasing sales growth, but rules 
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protecting local companies dent profits of global auto giants and 
force them to share technology with potential rivals. The 25% tariff 
on vehicle imports makes U.S.-built automobiles too expensive for 
most buyers in the world's largest auto market. 
Source: The Wall Street Journal (subscription required) 

Fate of NAFTA 

Spring couldn't have come soon enough for Mexican officials who 
worried that the North American Free Trade Agreement might not 
survive the winter of Donald Trump's ascent. So far, cooler heads 
on both sides of the border have prevailed, paving the way for 
negotiations later this year that may find the right mix of 
concessions to keep the trilateral trading bloc alive for another 
quarter century. 
Source: Automotive News 

on' to Meet 

Fiat Chrysler Chief Executive Sergio Marchionne said on Tuesday 
he was looking forward to meeting Volkswagen boss Matthias 
Mueller to discuss a possible tie-up between the two carmakers but 
added he hadn't seen his counterpart in six to seven months. 
Marchionne has long advocated car industry mergers to share the 
costs of making cleaner and more technologically advanced 
vehicles and has repeatedly relayed his desire via the media. 
Source: Reuters 

Angela Margolit with Bluebird Auto Rental Systems will highlight the 
benefits of implementing a courtesy transportation program (CTP) 
the dealership. Find out the advantages of CTP tools such as 
reservation planners, computer-generated loaner agreements, 
interactive dashboards and more. to register. 

Date: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 
Time: 12 p.m. ET 
Duration: 30 minutes 
Source: NADA Dealership Operations 

and 

NADA Chairman Mark Scarpelli and NADA Chief Economist Steven 
Szakaly will share their insights on the overall economy and where 
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"------_lL_~-~~szakaly 

is trending and provide any revisions to NADA's outlook following 
the first quarter sales results for new cars and light trucks, as well 
as highlight the key sales indicators and drivers of the retail-auto 
industry. NADA has forecast sales of 17.1 million new light vehicles 
for 2017. 

When: Wednesday, April 5, 2017 
Call-in Time: 11 a.m. ET 

Scarpelli is president of Raymond Chevrolet and Raymond Kia in 
Antioch, Ill., and co-owner of Ray Chevrolet and Ray Chrysler-Jeep
Dodge-Ram in Fox Lake, Ill. 

A Q&A session with members of the media and industry will follow 
the briefing. to register. 
Source: l"JADA 

Past Articles: 

--Gary 
Chaison, an 
industrial 
relations labor 
historian at 
Clark 
University in 
Worcester, 
Mass., 

March 21 
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For more info, visit nada.org. Any opinions or statements contained herein do not 
necessarily reflect the views of NADA. Factual errors are the responsibility of the 
listed publication. This email may contain an advertisement of NADA products 
and services. Questions or comments concerning NADA Headlines content may 
be directed to publicaffairs@nada.org. To unsubscribe from future editions of 
NADA Headlines, click here or contact NADA, 8400 Westpark Drive, Tysons, VA 
22102. 
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To: Hengst, Benjamin[Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov] 
Cc: Orlin, David[Orlin.David@epa.gov]; Kataoka, Mark[Kataoka.Mark@epa.gov]; Simon, 
Kari[Si mon. Karl@epa. gov]; Olech iw, Michael[ olech iw. michael@epa. gov]; Moran, 
Robin[moran.robin@epa.gov]; Jeff Alson[Aison.Jeff@epa.gov]; Cook, Leila[cook.leila@epa.gov] 
From: Charmley, William 
Sent: Tue 3/21/2017 7:59:04 PM 
Subject: Final OTAQ draft of 2 page document for EPA Administrator regarding the light-duty GHG 
MTE and the CAFE standards 

Ben-

Here's the final draft. I believe this is ready to be sent to Sarah. 

Bill 
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To: Moran, Robin[moran.robin@epa.gov] 
From: Charmley, William 
Sent: Tue 3/21/2017 12:27:37 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft: 2 page document for EPA Administrator regarding the light-duty GHG MTE and the 
CAFE standards 

Robin 

Thanks. 

Gail is going to schedule 30 ministry with mike and Kevin with me to go Ober my brief 
comments on the EPA Toyota presentation. 

Thanks 
Bill 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Mar 21,2017, at 8:21AM, Moran, Robin 

From: Charmley, William 
Sent: Monday, March 20,2017 4:39PM 
To: Moran, Robin <rriQIJ'!!hrilllJ!!if!}£~ZQ'Y 

wrote: 

Simon, 
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Subject: Draft: 2 page document for EPA Administrator regarding the light-duty GHG 
MTE and the CAFE standards 

Dear all, 

We have received a request from the Office of Policy through Acting AA Dunham for a 2-
page document for the Administrator. We were specifically asked to provide information 
on the History, Recent Actions, and Next Steps regarding the light-duty MTE process. 

Attached is a first draft. Please provide any comments by noon on Tuesday. 

Thanks 

Bill 

<2 page on history status next steps for LD MTE March 20 2017 draft 1_ RM.docx> 
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